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CANNEL COAL. 
AMSAY’S NEWCASTLE CANNEL 
was discovered by the Advertiser in 1818. Cannel 
Coal was then littleused in London: after surmounting 
much opposition, it has become the principal Cannel 
Coal used in the Metropolis, and has greatly assisted 
in improving the London gas. Its joint products of 


gas of high illuminating power, and cokeof good quality, | 


make it one of the most economical coals known, Itis 
used by all the London Gas Companies, as well as by 
many Provincial and Foreign. The Crystal Palace was 

hted from it in 1851, and the Post-office, Bank, and 

‘tmes Office, are at present. 

FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 

FIRE-BRICKS of all descriptions. Manufactory 
established in 1804. 

RAMSAY’S GARESFIELD COAL and COKE, 

Bone and Artificial Manures of all kinds. 

Address G. H. Ramsay, Offices, Broad-chare, New- 
castle-on-Tyne. 

April 27, 1854. 





MANAGER OF GAS-WORKS WANTED. 


I“ consequence of the intended retire- 
ment of Mr. Lyon, who has for upwards of 28 
years been Manager of the EDINBURGH AND 


LEITH GASLIGHT COMPANY, the Directors have | 


resolved to appoint a SUCCESSOR to that Gentleman. 
He must be a thoroughly educated practical Engi- 


neer, intimately acquainted with the construction of | 


the most approved Machinery for the Manufacture and 
Distribution of Gas, to plan and superintend the exe- 
cution of all the requisite Machinery and Apparatus, 
and to take the entire management of the Company’s 
Works. Salary to commence at £350 per annum. 

Printed applications and Testimonials to be for- 
warded to the Subscriber. 

By order of the Directors, 
Fras. Lyon. 
Edinburgh and Leith Gaslight Company, 
8, George Street, Feb. 21, 1859. 


ECOND-HAND Gasholders and 


PURIFIERS wanted—viz., 





Feet. Feet. 
Gasholder capable of containing from 50,000 to 100,000 
” .” id ” 200,000 300,000 
and a Set of DRY-LIME PURIFIERS capable of 
purifying 5000 feet of Gas per hour. 
Address by letter to Mr. Ratt, No. 10, Coleman 
Street, Lonpon, E.C. 
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COWEN’S PATENT FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 
OSEPH COWEN and CO, 
BLAYDON BURN, NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 


Were the only parties to whom a PRIZE MEDAL was 
awarded at the GREAT EXHIBITION of 1851, for “‘ Gas 
ReEToRTS and OTHER OBsEcTs in FrrE CLay.” 

J.C. and Co. have been for many years the most 
extensive Manufacturers of Fire-Clay Retorts in the 
United Kingdom; and orders for Fire-Clay Retorts 
of all shapes and dimensions, Fire Bricks, and every 
other article in Fire Clay, are promptly executed at 
their Works as above. 

COWEN’S GARESFIELD COAL AND COKE. 

Coal and Coke Office, 
Quay Sipe, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 


ANTED, at a Provincial Gas- 
Work, two FOREMEN. They must be 
thoroughly acquainted with the Manufacture and 
Distribution of Gas. 
Apply by letter, stating Qualifications and Wages 
expected, to N. W., Office of the JouRNAL oF Gas 
LiGuTInaG, 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street, LONDON. 


FIRST PRIZE IN THE PARIS EXHIBITION. 
ett SP > ae 











OLD TUBE WORKS, 
CHURCH HILL, WEDNESBURY; 
ALMA WORKS, 
WALSALL, STAFFORDSHIRE; 

and 69, UPPER THAMES STREET, LONDON, 
Original Manufacturers of Wrought-Iron Gas Tubes, 
and Holders of the present Patents; Inventors and 
First Makers of LAP-WELDED FLUES for Steam 
Boilers. 

J. R.and Co, make all kinds of Tubes and Fittings 
for Gas, Steam, and Water, and the largest Orders 
may be executed in a few days. 

Gun Metal, and all other kinds of Cocks, Stocks, 
Dies, and Taps, Galvanised Tubes, &c. 

N.B. All Goods thoroughly Tested before sent out, 
and Warranted. 


Subscription { 15s.in Advance Price 8d. 
per Ann, 18s Credit. Unstamped, 


| BLAYDON BURN AND LOW BENWELL FIRE- 
CLAY RETORT AND FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 


Wiliam COCHRAN CARR begs 


most respectfully to thank the Metropolitan, 


tronage for several years past, and to intimate that he 
has rebuilt and enlarged his extensive premises for the 
Manufacture of CLAY RETORTS; and thatheis now 
prepared to execute thelargest orders with punctuality 
and despatch. Orders for F1RE-CLAY RETORTS, 
of all shapes and sizes, FIRE-BRICKS, and all other 
Articles in Fire-Clay, executed on the shortest notice, 
and on the most reasonable terms. 
London Agents : 
JAMES LAWRIE & C0., 
63, OLD Broap STREET, City, LONDON. 


INSON FIRE BRICKS are inde- 


structible by heat, and are warranted to last 
twice as long as Stourbridge, Newcastle, or Welsh 
bricks. 80s. per 1000 at Nine Elms Station. 
YORKS: Pooie, Dorset. 








HE Directors of the Gibraltar Gas 

COMPANY are prepared to receive TENDERS 

(with Plans and Specifications) for the Supply, Carriage, 

and Erection of a GASHOLDER and CAST-IRON 

TANK, capable of ining 40,000 cubic feet or 

thereabouts, The said Gasholder, when erected, to be 
complete for work in every respect. 

Tenders to be sent on or before the 15th day of 
March, endorsed as such to Mr. Georee Rar, 10, 
Coleman Street, City, LONDON. 

The Directors do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any Tender. 





Bzzcon NEW GAS COMPANY 
(LIMITED) 


SECRETARY. 

The Directors are wishful to engage the services of 
a person qualified to fill the office of SECRETARY. 

He will be required to devote the whole of his time 
to the affairs of the Company, and to give Security. 

Salary, £52 per annum, to commence on the 25th of 
March next. 

Applications, with Testimonials, to be forwarded to 
the undersigned on or before the 8th of March next, 

By order of the Board, 


F, WATKINS, Secretary. 
Brecon, Feb. 24, 1859. 











THE IMPERIAL IRON TUBE COMPANY, 


(Successors to GEORGE B. LLOYD and CO.,) 


BIRMINGHAM, 


Patenters ant Aonnfacturers of Wrought-3ron Cubes and Fittings 


OF EVERY SIZE AND DESCRIPTION, FOR 


GAS, STEAM, AND WATER. 


PATENT GLASS ENAMELLED AND GALVANIZED TUBES 
FOR SANITARY PURPOSES. 


PATENT LAP-WELDED 


FOR 


IRON TUBES 


LOCOMOTIVE, MARINE, AND STATIONARY BOILERS. 


Tubes of all kinds, with or without Flush Joints, for Artesian Wells, and general Boring Stocks, 


Boiler-Fittings, Brass Cocks, &c. 


for Boiler and Gas Tubes. 


Taps, and Dies, 


‘The great capabilities of this Company ensure the prompt execution of Orders to any extent 








WORKS:--BERKILY 








BIRMINGHAM. 





Provincial, and Continental Gas Companies for their pa- | 
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TO GASHOLDER MAKERS, IRONFOUNDERS, 
AND OTHERS 


UGBY GAS and COKE COMPANY 
The Directors of this Company are desirous of 
receiving TENDERS for the-erection at their works of 
a CAST-IRON GASHOLDER TANK, 72 feet diameter 
and 15 feet 4 inches deep, and likewise for a GAS- 
HOLDER with Columns, Girders, &c., for the same, 
according to the Plansand Specification, which may be 
seen at the office of the Company at Rugby. 

All particulars may be obtained on application to 
Mr. Perer Simpson, Gas-Works, Ruesy, who will 
also, if required, supply a Tracing of the Plans and a 
copy of tne Specification on the receipt of a Post-Office 
Order, or Postage Stamps to the amount of 10s. 

Tenders for the same directed to the Chairman of 
the Company are requested to be sent in to me on or 
before the 5th day of March next, but the Directors do 
net bind themselves to accept the lowest or any Tender. 

By order of the Directors, 
C. E, WRATISLAW, Secretary. 

Rugby, Feb, 7, 1859. 


O* SALE, Two Station- Meters, in 

Round Cast-lron Cases, made by Parkinson and 
Co. in 1847, to pass 10,000 cubic feet of Gas per Hour, 
and now at work at the Gas-Works, Leicester. Price 
£40 each net. 

Further particulars may be obtained on applying to 
H. M. RoBinson, Esq., Gas Office, LEICESTER ; or to 
West and GreGcson, OLDHAM. 


OR SALE, a 60-inch Cylinder 
PUMPING-ENGINE, built in 1818 by Messrs. 
Boulton and Watt, and now about to be replaced by 
larger machinery. ‘The Cylinder is low pressure, con- 
densing, and single acting, with 8 feet stroke. The 
pump has a Piston, single acting, lifting 8 feet, and 
discharges 30 cubic feet per stroke. The Engine is 
equal to 11 strokes per minute against a pressure of 
110 feet, and capable of making a stroke on 4} lbs. of 
water, or 200 strokes on each cwt. of coal of inferior 
quality. 

The Engine is of 65-horse effective power, is to be 
sold without boilers or air-vessel, and may be seen at 
work at Kast London Water-Works. 

CHARLES GREAVES, Engineer. 








January 27, 1859. 





TO BUILDERS, GASHOLDER MAKERS, IRON- 
FOUNDERS, AND OTHERs. 
UXTON GAS, COKE, and COAL 
COMPANY. 

The Directors of this Company are desirous of 
receiving TENDERS for making and erecting at their 
Works a GASHOLDER TANK and GASHOLDER, 
with Columns, Girders, &c., for the same; «also for 
about 310 YARDS of NINE-INCH MAIN PIPES, to 
include the Laying, according to the Plans and Specifi- 
cations, which may be seen at the Office of the Come 
pany, at BUXTON. 

Tenders for the same, directed to the Chairman of 
the Company, are requested to be sent in to me on or 
before the 12th day of March next; but the Directors 
do not bind themselves to accept the lowest or any 
Tender. (By order of the Directors) 

JOHN SMILTER, Secretary. 

Buxton Gas Office, Feb. 23, 1859, 





~~ 


PATENT SELF-ADJUSTING & 


TO IRONFOUNDERS, BRICKMAKERS, 
AND OTHERS. 
ENDERS wanted immediately for 


the SUPPLY of Gasholder, Condenser, for 
Retort-House, Station-Meter, and Governor, Stour- 
bridge Clay and Stourbridge and other Bricks, for the 
Geelong Gas Company, Victoria, Australia. 

Plans and Specifications to be seen at the office of 
Mr. Joun ScoutTook, Inspecting Engineer, 75, Old 
Broad Street, City, LONDON, and at the Company's 
Agents, Messrs. JouN WARRACK and Co., LEITH, with 
whom Tenders are to be lodged on or before March 14, 


1859. 
The parties tendering to name the ports of shipment 
at which they would deliver the goods. 


TO CONTRACTORS, ENGINEERS, AND 
. FOUNDERS, 
NEW PURIFIERS. 


HE Directors of the Swansea Gas- 
LIGHT COMPANY are desirous of receiving 
TENDERS for the supply and erection of 4 NEW 
DRY-LIME PURIFIERS, 10 feet square and 5 deep, 
with the usual Sieves, Valves, Connexions, Lifting 
Apparatus, &c., complete. 

The Plans and Specification can be seen, and par- 
ticulars obtained, on application Company’s En- 
gineer and Manager, at their Works at Swansea. The 
Plans and Specification can also be seen at No. 21, 
John Street, Adelphi, London. 

Tendere to be addressed to the Engineer, Swan- 
sea Gas Company, SWANSEA, before the 14th of March 
next—endorsed, ‘* Tender for Purifiers.” 

The Directors do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any Tender. 

Swansea, Feb, 28, 1859. 

TO GAS COMPANIES AND OTHERS. 
ANTED, by an active Young 
Man, a Situation as COLLECTOR or IN- 
SPECTOR of LIGHTS, &c. Can produce unexception- 
able Testimonials as to Character, Qualifications, &c., 
and Security if required. 
Address A. B., 16, Frederick Place, OLD Kent Roap, 


ANTED, by the Keighley Local 
BOARD OF HEALTH, a small HIGH- 
PRESSURE ENGINE, from 2 to 4 horse power. 
Apply to RisnwortH AsQquitu, Gas Office, Keighley 
YORKSHIRE. 
Feb. 24, 1859, 


OUTHPORT GAS-WORKS. To be 
SOLD, a Set of VERTICAL CONDENSERS, in 
good condition and ready for immediate delivery. 
. I. HALEs, Engineer, 
Southport Gas-Works, Feb. 21. 


ANTED, for a Small Gas-Work, 

a WORKING SUPERINTENDENT. He 

must understand the management of Clay and Iron 

Retorts. 

There is a Cottage on the Works, and Coals and Gas 
will be found by the Company. 

Address, stating Wages, Qualifications, &c., to Mr. 

ALFRED PENNY, Engineer, Wenlock Iron Works, City 

Road, LONDON, 
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CROSLEY & GOLDSMITH’S 


COMPENSATING GAS-METERS 
CANNOT BE OVER OR UNDERCHARGED WITH WATER, 


and they consequently register the quantity of Gas consumed with greater accuracy than Meters in which the Water-Line is variable. 


MANUFACTURED BY 


CROSLEY & CQ., 
GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, 
103, SOUTHWARK BRIDGE ROAD, LONDON. 


N.B. The Patent Self-Adjusting and Compensating Apparatus may be applied to the ordinary Meter. 

Manufacturers of LOWE’S PATENT MOTIVE-POWER METER, for situations where there is an inadequacy of pressure to) 
supply the special requirements of certain consumers in low grounds during the day or night. | 
Also, Manufacturers of EXPERIMENT ‘METERS, GASHOLDERS, GOVERNORS, MINUTE-CLOCKS, PHOTOMETERS, | 

&e. &c., similar to those used by Mr. King, of Liverpool. 





Exrract rrom tHe Report or Messrs. Lows, Kirkuam, Pearse, AND Bartow, oN CrosLEy aNp GoLDsMITH’s 


Patent METERS. 


Our experiments lead us to the conclusion that the patent meter is a practical and substantial improvement upon the ordinary 





TO GAS ENGINEERS. 


[HE Advertiser requires a person 

thoroughly. acquainted with ENGINEERING 
in general, but with GAS MANUFACTURE and its 
DISTRIBUTION in particular; qualified to prepare 
Plans, Specifications, and to take out quantities. He 
must also be capable of preparing Working Drawings 
for the Foreman of the Factory, and understand Gas- 
Fitting in detail. 

He must also be a good Accountant, and have had 
experience in the erection of Gas-Works, 

The salary will be £100 for the first year, and pre- 
ference will be given to a married man. The character 
of the person applying must be irreproachable. 

Apply, with references, to A. B., care of T. G. 
BaRLow, Esq., 42, Parliament Street, Westminster, 
Lonpon. 





TO GAS COMPANIES. 
HIEF Inspector and Surveyor of 
MA ° 


WANTED, by a Gentleman who has had great prac- 
tical experience, an APPOINTMENT as above. Satis- 
factory ‘Testimonials can be given. 

Address A. B., 20, Great College Street, WEsT- 
MINSTER. 





TO GAS COMPANIES. 


WANTED, by the Advertiser, a Situa- 
tion as MANAGER of a good-sized Gas- 
Work. Has no objection to go abroad. Would keep 
the Books of the Company, and can give most satisfac- 
tory references and ene 3 
Address, the Directors of the Gas Company, ELLEs- 
MERE. 


HARLES BOTTEN and SON, 
ENGINEERS & METER-MAKERS, 
CRAWFORD PASSAGE, RAY STREET, 
CLERKENWELL, LONDON (E. C.). 
Manufacturers of Station and Patent Protector Con- 
sumers’ Meters, Patent Slide-Valves, Gas-Fittings, 
Pipes, &c. 
Also, High-pressure Cocks, Hydrants, Closets, and 
all Water-Fittings. 


FIseton MOOR GAS COALS.—, 
Parties wishing to be supplied with these first- 
class Gas Coals will please to apply to Mr. MATTHEW 
NEsBIT, EIGHTON Moor OFFICE, NEWCASTLE-UPON- 
TyNe. These coals are well known as among the 
richest in gas, and working the roundest on the River 
Tyne. They are extensively used by metropolitan gas 
works. 


Le STEPHENSON & SONS, 
THROCKLEY, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 

MANUFACTURERS or EVERY DESCRIPTION oF 

FIRE BRICKS, CLAY RETORTS, LUMPS, TILES, 
Sc. &e. 
Lonpon OFFICES: 
76, KING WILLIAM STREET, CITY. 
A large stock of Fire-Clay Goods always on hand in 
London, at the lowest wharf prices, at Messrs. 
Curistiz & Co.’s Wharf,64, Bankside, SourH WARK. 
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wet gas-meter, inasmuch as the capacity of the measuring-chamber is not diminished by an excessive supply of water, nor can it be 
increased by drawing off water. On the one hand, therefore, the consumer is protected against any intentional or negligent over- 
filling of the meter, the result of which is to exaggerate the registered quantity of gas actually consumed; and, on the other hand, | 
the gas manufacturer is protected against the fraudulent abstraction of water by the consumer, the effect of which in the ordinary 
meter is to cause it to register less gas than is really supplied. Time alone can determine whether these advantages are gained at the 
expense of its durability, or by any complexity which may render its utility doubtful; but, so far as we are able to form an opinion 
upon these —_ the patent meters are not liable to any greater derangement than the ordinary wet meters, nor do we believe they 
will be less durable. 
(Signed) GrorcE Lowe, C.E., F.R.S., Engineer-in- Chief to the Chartered Gas Company. 

Joun Kirxuam, C.E., late Engineer-in-Chief of the Imperial Gaslight Company. 

Geppig Pearse, late Engineer-in-Chief to the Incorporated and Provincial British 

Gaslight Companies. 
Tuomas G. Bartow, Civil and Consulting Gas Engineer. 
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NOTES UPON PASSING EVENTS. 
Reatiy the great industrial associations of the country must 
unite at once to defend their interests ; for, from within and 
without, dangers seem to menace that description of property 








of action by the parties concerned. The parochial authorities 


uttermost farthing from the victims who fall into their hands; 
and now we observe that even the Church-Rates appear likely to 
be added, in some way or other, to the burthens of public Com- 


tax, as Mr, Walpole proposes ? and, if this should be found to 
be unfavourable, is it not also worth their while to take some 
collective steps to force the Legislature to consider their real 








eee - : 
|| panies, must, we conceive, be liable to any tax incumbent on 
| landlords ; but it is, to our minds at least, far from being clear 
| that such land ought to pay for the maintenance of any exciu- 


| sive form of church service. This is a very delicate question, | 


/and it is one which, from the ordinary scope of our pursuits, 
we feel little disposed to discuss; but the probable conse- 
quences of such a measure as the one which Mr. Walpole has 
introduced must so intimately concern the Companies we 


| 


habitually address, that we urge them to examine seriously their | 
‘future prospects. Nor are these the only dangers which | 
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which can only be secured by an earnest and energetic course | 


throughout the kingdom seem to have determined to extort the | 


panies. Is it not worth while for the latter to inquire what | 
will be the effect of converting church-rates into a landlord’s | 


| position ? The land occupied by Gas, Water, Railway, Canal, | 
Pier, Harbour, Cemetery, Market, or other analogous Com-— 


| | 
menace the class of property we refer to. For we understand |! 
that the Association for the Advancement of Social Science is | 
about shortly to elaborate a new Public Health Bill; when we | 
' consider the names and opinions of the leaders of that mis- | 
chievous band of wandering empirics, little good to public’) 
Companies can be inferred—any more than can much real good | 
be anticipated from the crotchet of Mr. Mackinnon (for the 
creation of equitable tribunals for the adjustment of disputes 
between masters and workmen), which has so often been before 
the public. 
The fact appears to be, that the mania for thrusting the || 
action of the central administration into every detail of life, || 
and for special legislation, is gaining ground rapidly in our) 
country. The countless Public Health Bills, and the numerous 
Inspections to which our ancient municipal affairs are subjected, | 
| alike spring from this source; and the evil will continue to 
extend until the parties most seriously affected shall unite to, 
| instruct the public as to the real facts involved in the various | 
cases which arise. We observe, for instance, of late that the}, 
Factory Inspectors have been parading a series of equivocal! 
statements about the manner in which they discharge their} 
duties, and that they seek to insinuate that, without their 
' intervention, the masters would systematically neglect their || 
duty towards the workmen: we wonder what John Bright | 
would say to this? But, whilst we ourselves admit that too || 
often personal interest may cause the masters thus to neglect || 
their duty, we seriously question whether the official inspections || 


} 


we have so often repeated, there is danger to the moral inde- | 
pendence, to the spirit of manly self-reliance, which, with all 
our notorious social defects, has made Englishmen what they 
are, when the labouring classes are taught to cast the re- 


More immediately is there danger in allowing such persons 
(who are rarely selected on account of their knowledge of the 
practical operations of trade, but are, for the most part, mere 
‘hangers on” of political leaders) to interfere with the delicate 
relations of masters and men. In sober sadness we question 
the truth of many of the allegations brought against the great, 
labour employers by the Factory Inspectors ; and we are sure 
that the evils which bear the most heavily upon the poor are 


the first thing an emancipated slave aims at, in America, is to be 
able “to bay anigger;”’ but the tale has its moral, which may, 
be read very distinctly in our own ‘‘ sweating-shops,” or in the 
small dress-making and tailoring establishments of our large 
towns. Yet this source of misery is, and must ever be, left 
untouched by Factory Commissions, and all their attention 
is confined to protecting shafting, and securing factory children 
the hours for study, which, alas! they so seldom employ as 
they are supposed to do. No doubt the originators of the 
Factory Acts meant well, and they unquestionably have done 
some good; but we are anxious to show that they have omitted 
to deal with the most crying evil attending the part of our 
social organization they themselves have selected for their 
| philanthropic experiments; and, at the same time, to call 
attention to the ultimate danger of the whole system of such | 
State protection. 

In another instance, the case lately brought before the Equity 
Courts, in consequence of the frauds of Manini and Paul, shows 
' the danger of entrusting the defence of public interests to mere 
| Government Officials. There is supposed to be an audit of the | 
accounts of the Parishes, in so far as poor-rates are concerned, by | 
the Poor Law Board ; and so the parishes of the City Union were 
less vigilant than they would have been, in all probability, had | 
| they known that they themselves were directly responsible. 
It has happened that the audit by the Board has proved to be 
a farce ; and now the whole of the affairs of the City Poor Law 
Union seem to be in such an inextricable state of confusion 
that a special Act of Parliament has been required to compen- 
' sate for the negligence, or the incapacity, of the parties whose 
| duty it was to have prevented the frauds in question. Another 
' evil attending the creation of these Boards and Inspectorships, 
lies in the power they possess for diffusing mischievous error 
at the expense of the State. This evil we have often referred 
to ere now, especially in the case of the Registrar-General’s 
Reports; but as that gentleman continues to repeat some of 
his unfounded assertions, we take every opportunity of chal- 
lenging them, if only with the hope that eventually the public 
will examine the various matters thus mooted for themselves. 














do not do more harm than they possibly can effect good. As | 


sponsibility of protecting themselves upon paid functioneers. || 


those which they endure from the smaller masters, or from the | 
men barely raised above their own level. It is an old tale that | 
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Now the Registrar-General periodically publishes a state- 
Water Companies ; and he accompanies the table illustrating 
the condition of those waters by a very pointed reference to the 
| difference between them and those derived from Loch Katrine. 
'| But, in the first place, it is utterly impossible to bring the Loch 
_| Katrine into the Metropolis; and, in the second, it is equally 
'|impossible to find in the south-east of England any waters, in 
‘| sufficient abundance, of the assumed requisite degree of 
||purity. The judiciousness, then, of this permanent attempt to 
‘| render the inhabitants of London dissatisfied with the water 
|supply they really can obtain, must be at least of a very ques- 
|| tionable character. 
_|the very assumption that a perfectly pure water is an object so 
desirable in itself, as to justify society in incurring incalculable 
‘expense for the sake of obtaining it. The Registrar-General 
‘and Dr. R. D. Thomson are in this particular instance, it must 
‘be observed, in direct opposition to the majority of authors who 


have hitherto discussed the properties which should be found | 


in the waters used for a town supply. So far from the pre- 
sence of a certain proportion of the bicarbonate of lime—the 
principal mineral impurity found in the London waters—teing 
objectionable, it is considered by the most eminent pathologists 
to be positively beneficial; and certainly the stvle of reasoning 
which accompanies the enunciation of the dogma that “ per- 
fectly pure water” is the desideratum in these cases, does not 
induce us, at least, to accept the conclusions it would be neces- 
sary to draw from the premises thus sought to be established, 
in opposition, as they unquestionably would be, to almost 
every preceding authority. The consequences of these often- 
repeated attacks by the Registrar-General on the London 
Water-Works Companies may become sufficiently serious to 
warrant us in again reverting to this subject; but at present 
we confine ourselves to protesting against the doctrine that a 
'|perfectly pure water is, ‘‘ ex ipso facto,” necessarily the best 
\for a town service; and to observing that, with the charac- 
teristic logic of a functioneer, the Registrar-General compares 
the water taken from Loch Katrine itself with the waters ob- 
tained from the London mains. We should be curious to see 
the analysis of the Glasgow pipe waters some years hence. 


| It must not, however, be supposed that we are by any 


means singular in our opinions with respect to the mischievous 
character of much of the recent legislation, or of administrative 
arrangements, on the matters this JourNAL usually discusses. 
|V ice-Chancellor Kindersley, for instance, of late, in speaking 
of the Public Health Act, said that, “like all other Acts of 
|| Parliament, it seemed really framed to puzzle ;” and so really 
‘it is, when complicated questions arise, such as gave the 
\|learned Judge reason for uttering the above energetic com- 
||plaint. This precise question turned upon the powers of a 
|| Local Board of Health to construct tanks, or reservoirs, for 
| the reception of sewerage matters, in places beyond the limits 
‘lof their own districts. Now, there can be little reason to 
||doubt the intentions of the framers of the Act; for they evi- 
'!dently meant to sacrifice all private rights to the supposed 
|| public convenience. Fortunately, even Parliament itself can- 
||not legalize wrong, in a slovenly manner at least ; and the 
|| Law Courts are always,ready to interpret even the most strin- 
|| gent legislative provisions in favour of corporate bodies, in a 
‘sense which should be conservative of private rights. 
|, Tunstall Local Board of Health have found this to be the case ; 
',and they have very properly been restrained from peremptorily 
|, taking possession of some land, beyond their own districts, for 
|| the purpose of forming a sewer under the provisions of clauses 
|§43 and 46 of the Act of 1848. It was in giving judgment on 
| this case that Sir R. T. Kindersley used the expression quoted 
above. 

The Legislature this year seems disposed to do one great 
_act of justice, which will both directly and indirectly affect the 
| value of Gas and Water Companies. We allude to the intro- 
|duction, by Mr. S. Estcourt, of a measure, under the title of 
the “‘ Local Assessments Exemption Abolition Bill,” whereby 
the whole of the national offices and establishments will be 
made liable to the payment of local rates. The Metropolis 
especially will be a great gainer by this measure, which all 
parties agree to have been long called for; and, in fact, the 
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| of rating, since they will unquestionably be involved in disputes | 
ment of the quality of the waters supplied by the London 


But the worst part of the business lies in | 


The | 
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with local authorities on the subject. If this should prove 
actually to be the case, public Companies may be benefited 

even to a greater extent than by the mere diminution of their 

burthens, in consequence of the mere extension of the field for 
| rating ; for the method adopted by the Law Courts for appor- 
| tioning the contributions to be levied from those Companies is 
so arbitrary—or, to use Lord Campbell’s own phrase, it is 

based upon so vague an hypothesis—that there must be con- 

stant litigation on the subject, until, as Mr. Justice Wightman 

said on the 25th ult., ‘ the Legislature should interfere as to} 

the rating of such properties, to declare the principle on which 

they should be rated, and to establish some uniform practical 
/mode of carrying that principle into effect.” Indeed, there 
could hardly have been a more decided illustration of the dif- 
ficulties attached to the application of the existing law of 
rating than was offered by the judgment of the Court of 
| Queen’s Bench in the case of The Queen v. the West Middlesex 
Water-Works Company; and we recommend those who are 
| interested in similar undertakings seriously to weigh the con- 
| sequences of some of the doctrines therein laid down, espe- 
cially by Lord Campbell. Assuming even that it be just to 
rate the pipes of a Gas or Water Company—which neither 
occupy the surface of the ground, nor bring any charge upon 
the local administration, nor derive any benefit from local ex- 
penditure—there still remains the difficulty of apportioning the 
rate amongst the various claimants. At present there is no 
guarantee for the Companies that they shall not be made to 
illustrate the falsehood of the axiom, “‘ that the whole is equal 
to the sum of its parts;” for the partial ratings seem likely, 
on the hypothesis suggested by Lord Campbell, to exceed the 
total rateable value, and the remedy he suggests is utterly in- 
applicable, If we might venture a hint upon a subject which 
has hitherto confounded the acutest intellects of the day, we || 
would propose that some body should be appointed for the 
purpose of ascertaining the ‘‘ cumulo ” value of property lying | 
in several parishes, and then of apportioning that value to the 
respective parishes. Of course there would be objections to | 
such a system ; but it strikes us that, even at the risk of esta- 
blishing another Board, it would be desirable to put a stop to 
the sad amount of litigation, which the rating question now | 
creates, by this or by some analogous mode of dealing with a | 
class of property which hardly existed at the time when the | 
law of parochial rating was devised. || 


The inhabitants of Woolwich seem to be rather dissatisfied | 
with their position, notwithstanding the great boon which they | 
will receive from the rating of the national establishments | 
situated in their district; for they have induced their delegate | 
in Parliament to present a measure to exempt them from the | 
burthens of the Metropolitan Board of Works, which he must | 
| have known would never have been listened to. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
! 
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| 





We can | 
| easily understand that, after the dwellers in this part of the || 
Metropolis had allowed themselves to be deluded into accept- | 
ing the guidance of the late General Board of Health, and had | 
‘incurred the expense of applying the ridiculous theories of | 
| those Engineering quacks in their drainage operations, they | 
should feel sore at being made to pay still further for works’ 
| which they considered to have been completed. But even if| 
they were really entitled on this account to claim exemption || 
from contributing to the outlay about to be incurred, it is now | | 
too late to raise the question. This should have been done | 
whilst the famous Metropolis Management Bill was before the | 
Legislature ; when, in fact, the principle upon which certain || 
| districts were excluded and others included, could have been || 
discussed. The public, however, was then indisposed to ex- || 
| amine the details of a Bill which its blind guides, the Daily | 
| Press, had agreed to praise; and Sir B. Hall, having already || 
_ had some experience in the working of Select Committees, was | 
| adroit enough to save his pet measure from the dangers of a! 
| conscientious examination. So the Bill became law ; and the) 
| Woolwich people stood by and applauded. They must now 
| bear the evil they themselves allowed to be imposed upon! 
| them through their own moral cowardice, or apathy. 
| It is worthy of remark that just now, when the Registrar- | 
General and Dr. Letheby are congratulating the inhabitants of | 
| the Metropolis upon the diminished mortality of this part of the 














admission of the principle that public offices ought to be | Kingdom, there shold arise a new form of epidemic in Hol- 
rated, is equivalent to the proposal for granting a large |Jand. We learn that, at Amsterdam especially, a disease is 
subsidy to the Metropolitan Board of Works. But it may | prevalent which exhibits itself firstly by an affection of the, 
also happen hereafter that the law officers of the Crown may | throat, then by a swelling and bleeding of the gums—a disease, | 
be made practically to feel the unsatisfactory state of the law ' in fact, which resembles strikingly an epidemic said to have) 












































raged some years ago amongst the Caffres. Amsterdam is, 
it is true, the classic land of stinks (for it is mere eupheuism 
to use a milder term), and the habits of its citizens are very far 
from being such as accord with the laws of Hygiene; but the 
very richest as well as the very poorest suffer from this new 
disease, and we beg the Registrar-General to observe that the 
town enjoys the advantage of a very excellent supply of pure 
soft water. Ah! these things are still shrouded in mystery ; 
and it is wisely ordained that we should not at once be able to 
fathom the ways of Providence! Yet we must seek to explain 
these local phenomena if we desire to combat effectually the 
sufferings of our fellow men ; and therefore it is that we here 
call attention both to the occurrence of the epidemic of Am- 
sterdam, and also incidentally to the enlightened measure 
lately adopted by the Minister of War of France, in naming a 
Commission to examine to what extent electro-therapeutics can 
be applied in the treatment of the men under his care. With 
all our dislike to centralization, we cannot refrain from saying 
that ‘‘ they manage these things better in France ” than we do. 
General Peel, of horse-racing notoriety, seems to be too busy 
with the mess disputes of Lord Wilton and Colonel Dickson to 
think of the advance of medical science as it is likely to affect 
the army. 

Whilst thus glancing at our neighbours, we may add that 
the Artesian well at Ostend was much deeper than we had 
originally believed. It has, in fact, been carried to a depth of 
about 553 feet from the surface; traversing a series of per- 
meable beds to the distance of about 135 feet, when it enters 
a stratum of greenish clay, which becomes sandy and charged 
with water at a depth of about 541 feet from the surface. All 
the formations traversed are of the tertiary series ; so that the 
result of this boring throws no additional light on the disturb- 
ance of the strata we are now entitled to believe to exist under 
London. Unfortunately, the lower tubes of the Ostend boring 
have collapsed, so that for the present the town is deprived of 
the water supply so skilfully obtained. 

We cannot close these remarks without congratulating the 
inhabitants of Wisbech on the result of the late application to 
the Courts of Equity. The Vice-Chancellor has, we think, 
very properly decided that, in fact, the Nene Valley Commis- 
sioners have been seriously to blame in the course they have 
hitherto pursued, and that therefore the parties interested in 
the navigation of the river were entitled to the relief they 
claimed, by the removal of the dams erected to stop the upward 
progress of the tidal wave in the Nene. If the dwellers in 
Wisbech had waited with a little more patience than they 
actually did, until the decision had been given, their position 
would have been unexceptionable. As it is, they have incurred 
some expense, and some inconvenience of a rather ridiculous 
character; but the real question they must now consider is, 
what they are to do in the future? The unchecked advance 
of the tidal wave may so far affect the stability of the river’s 
banks, that, unless a new course be offered to the main stream, 
the townspeople of Wisbech themselves may clamour for the 
re-establishment of the very dams they have lately so magnani- 
mously destroyed. A great problem in Hydraulic Engineering 
has, indeed been raised by the conduct of the various parties in 
the case we refer to; and it must at once and seriously be 
examined in all its bearings. : 

Since the above remarks were written, we learn that in 
Arbroath, and in some other Scotch towns, scarlet fevers are 
very prevalent at this season. Surely much of this suffering 
might be avoided, if our brethren north of the Tweed would 


condescend to study the results of the best sanitary operations 
in England. 





METROPOLIS GAS INQUIRY. 


Tuere has been some demur in the reappointment of the com- 
mittee of the House of Commons for prosecuting the inquiry 
into the supply of gas to the metropolis. Mr. Byng had given 
notice that he should on Thursday last move for the reappoint- 
ment of the same committee, but no such motion was made ; 
and on the following night he gave a fresh notice for Monday, 
to move for the appointment of a committee, without mention- 
ing names. This demur is reported to have arisen from the 
objection of several members of the former committee to be 
again engaged in such an inquiry, of which they were heartily 
tired. Among those mentioned as having refused to be reap- 
pointed are the chairman and Sir Benjamin Hall. It may be 
that the circular issued by the managers of the inquiry, which 
we published and commented on in our last number, has proved 
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| sufficient, without further evidence, to convince the members 
that there is, by the showing of the managers themselves, 
really no grievance requiring parliamentary investigation. 

| The delegates from the metropolitan parishes have, indeed, 
| been remarkably unfortunate in their attempts to establish a 
| ground for complaint against the gas companies. So far as 
| they have gone, they have only proved that the districting 
| arrangement—the original grievance—is a public benefit ; and 
as regards the general conditions of supply, the evidence col- 
lected by the managers of the gas inquiry has shown that the 
gas consumers of the metropolis are generally better and more 
cheaply supplied than the gas consumers of the towns adduced 
for instituting a comparison, though the majority of those 
places are much more favourably situated for the manufacture 
and distribution of gasthan London. Our analysis of the facts 
stated in the managers’ circular is not pleasing in the eyes of 
| Mr. Hughes, one of the honorary secretaries, and he has ac- 
cordingly favoured us with his comments thereupon, which 
will be found in another column. He objects, in the first 
place, to the assertion that the managers have printed the re- 
plies from the various towns so far as they are calculated to 
suit their purpose, and to the assumption that the statements 
they have printed are those that tend most strongly to support 
the case of the agitators. These assertions are courteously 
denominated by Mr. Hughes “‘ amiable insinuations,” though 
the word “ abominable ” would evidently more correctly desig- 
nate his real notion of their character. Why the honorary 
secretary should feel himself and the gentlemen he repre- 
sents aggrieved by these assertions, or “‘ insinuations,” might 
be difficult to determine, did we not know that he and they 
have a peculiarly nice sense for detecting grievances that have 
no existence. ‘They can scent a possible grievance while it is 
yet “looming in the future,” though when they attempt to 
make the far-off object perceptible to others, it assumes the 
form of a benefit instead of an injury. So it is with the in- 
sinuating grievance which the honorary secretary has to allege 
against us. It is admitted in the managers’ circular that por- 
tions only of the letters received are published, and we gave 
them the credit of having, in the publication of extracts for 
the avowed purpose of supporting their grievance, made suit- 
able selections. That, at least, we thought we might fairly 
give them credit for; but their secretary will not accept the 
compliment. The managers, it seems, are, in his estimation, 
quite incapable of setting out their case to the best advantage, 
and any insinuation to the contrary is resented as a grievance 
of which they have just reason to complain. 

But the most serious grievance of all is, we suspect, the 
publication in a comprehensive form of the principal facts 
elicited by the published extracts, and the inferences that were 
thus plainly shown to be drawn from them. The managers 
seem to have been misled by the delusive appearances of the 
separate parts, and to have been greatly delighted with them 
when detached ; but when put together and presented in an 
united body, they are horrified at the creature of their own for- 
mation, and would fain escape from it. The honorary secre- 
tary asserts that they did not in any way put forth the average 
price of coals, and he seems to think it a grievance that it 
should have been stated, instead of feeling grateful to us for 
having supplied the deficiency of so important an item in the 
consideration of the price of gas. The correctness of our 
figures is not impugned, but the price of coal, he observes, 
taken simply by itself does not “‘ present a fair criterion of 
what the cost of gas should be at different places.” This may 
be taken as a qualified admission, even from Mr. Hughes, 
that the price of coal has something to do with the cost of 
gas; and when to a high price for coal there be added a high 
price for labour, for iron, and for all other requisite materials, 
the combination of those causes should surely satisfy, even the 
honorary secretary, that the manufacture of gas in London is 
more costly than in places where coal and iron and labour can 
be obtained much more cheaply. Nevertheless, the managers 
of the metropolitan gas inquiry have furnished evidence to 
prove that gas is supplied to private consumers in London at 
a lower charge than in the average of the model towns set 
forth for envy and imitation. 


Mr. Hughes seems delighted with what he calls our admis- 
sion that public lights are generally supplied with gas in those 
towns at a lower rate per 1000 cubic feet than the price paid 
by private consumers, and it may be cruel to deprive him of 
the gratification he derives from that single fact extracted from 
his letters at all according with his previous statements. He 
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would, indeed, make the difference greater than it is, for he 
objects to our deduction from the price of gas of 13s. per lamp 


15s., an equal sum should be deducted in places where 
labour, which is the essential part of the expense, is much 
cheaper. He arrives at that conclusion by the same parity of 
reasoning which leads him to infer that the cost of making gas 


made. 


he could have shown the justice of charging private consu- 
mers much more than the ratepayers. 
gas companies have often been weak enough to yield to the 
pressure brought to bear upon them by parochial and muni- 
cipal authorities, and have sacrificed the interests of private 
consumers to the cheap lighting of the public lamps; but such 
arrangements have been matters of compromise between the 
parties, with which parliamentary committees have not inter- 
fered. The principle on which the price of gas supplied to the 
public lights has been regulated when settled by committees 
has been to treat ratepayers the same as the most favoured 
private consumers; and that principle we have no doubt will 
be adhered to in all subsequent legislation, when the question 
lis brought distinctly forward for deliberation. The existing 
ratio between the rates paid for the public lights in London 
and the charge per 1000 feet of gas to private consumers re- 
|mains to be ascertained ; and if, as we believe to be the case, 
|it be found considerably in favour of the ratepayers, the effect 
of an equitable adjustment would be to raise the price at pre- 
sent paid. Such a result would be an apt termination to the 
metropolitan gas grievance. 
In the meanwhile the begging circulars of Messrs. Hughes 

‘and Beal for funds to meet the expenses of the forthcoming 
|inquiry have not been very cordially responded to, and in one 
|or two instances they have had the effect of withdrawing the 
|vestries altogether from further association with the gas 
jagitators. The demand of £100 from each of the vestries 
jhas brought those bodies to consider whether the probable 
vadvantages to be gained by the inquiry are at all likely to 
‘repay such an outlay. Even in the parish of Marylebone the 
|demand was stoutly resisted, and though the refusal of the 
,;money it was stated would prove fatal to the gas inquiry, a 
\large minority voted against the grant. The south metro- 
| politan vestries seem to think that as they bore the brunt of 
‘last year’s campaign they ought not to be further called upon, 
|, and most certainly the result was not such as to inspirit them 
|to a further onslaught. Mr. Slee, the hero who made so dis- 
jtinguished a display before the committee last session, with 
his solitary experiment of converting a pound of coal into gas, 
| Volunteers to buckle on his armour again. Forgetful, appa- 
| rently, of the jeers that accompanied his former retreat, he is 
|| determined to take a prominent position in the ensuing cam- 
;;paign; and we may therefore expect some further experi- 
|,mental revelations from the same quarter equally instructive— 
ito those who wish to play at gas-making—as his previous 
| pompously recorded experiment. 

| From the head-quarters of gas agitation in the metropolis 
| there comes the strange announcement that the representative 
{ 

| 

| 











| 
| 


a new gas company in that borough. It seems that they are 
afraid of their own child while it is yet in embryo, and think it 
|| needful to apply for protection against its possible misdeeds. 
||As the new company meets with opposition from its own 


| 
| 
| 


| parents, it will have but a poor chance of ever being in a con- | 


|| dition to cause the anxious alarm against which the far-seeing 
sages of Marylebone think it necessary to provide. 

| The gas movement has also spread to the fairy regions of 
ithe Crystal Palace; but it seems somewhat doubtful whether 
\it have a serious object, or is merely a sportive display of acti- 
vity appropriate to fairy-land. It may be that the movement 
is got up merely to burlesque the more sombre folly of the gas 
agitators of the metropolis; for the prominent grievance al- 
|leged against the Crystal Palace Company is that they give 
|400 much pressure, 80 as to occasion a greater consumption of 
gas—the public lights inclusive. Truly the gas agitators are 
very difficult to please, for while in London one of their chief 
complaints against the companies is insufficient pressure, at 
Sydenham an accusation of fraud is raised because the pres- 
sure is too great. 








for lighting, &c., as not sufficient, and he contends that, be- | 


cause each lamp costs the metropolitan gas companies | 


| fying, however, to know that, if dupes and gulls are to be 
_ found in the Irish Metropolis, search will be made for them in 


bears no relation to the cost of the materials from which it is | 
The honorary secretary would far better have served | 
the purpose of the managers of the metropolitan gas inquiry if | 


It is well known that | 


THE GAS QUESTION IN DUBLIN. 
Ir will be seen from a report in another part of the present 
number, that the three-and-sixpenny project of that persevering 
gas agitator-—Mr. George Flintoff—“ still drags its slow 
length along” the columns of the Dublin journals. It is grati- 





vain among the respectable and intelligent classes of the Com- | 
munity. Of the truth of this statement we have abundant 
proof in the proceedings of the Extraordinary General Meeting 
of “the Independent Gas Consumers’ Company,” as reported | 
in the Freeman’s Journal. The Meeting—which purported to 
be a Meeting of Shareholders —was called for the express pur- | 


| pose of hearing counsel’s opinion on the important question of 








council of Marylebone have agreed to petition Parliament | 
against the bill of their own creation for the establishment of | 


| 





opening the streets and highways without Parliamentary, 
authority—was in all respects an extraordinary one—extraor- | 
dinary because of its constitution, extraordinary because of its 
conduct, and more extraordinary still because of its chairman, 
who refused to hear a Shareholder who had obtained at his own 
proper cost the opinions of two of the most eminent men at the 
Irish Bar on the very question which the meeting was called to 
discuss. True it is that the opinions of the Right Hon. Abra- 
ham Brewster and the Right Hon. J. D. Fitzgerald were ad- 
verse to the views and purpeses of Flintoff and his supporters 
—who contend that, on license had and obtained from the 
Corporation, they can dig trenches in the Dublin streets, lay 
gas-mains therein, and supply the citizens with three-and-six- 
penny gas free of meter-rent; but surely it was the duty of 
the Chairman to listen patiently to the warning voice of a gen- 
tleman who appears to have made himself acquainted with the 
facts connected with the Sheffield delusion, and who referred 
to them with the view of saving himself and his fellow-share- 
holders from the fate which overwhelmed the promoters of cheap 
gas in Sheffield. Chairmen of public meetings do and say 
extraordinary things in the exercise of their “ little brief 
authority ;”” but in all our experience of such assemblies, we 
never recollect any one doing and saying so many silly things 
as the gentleman who presided at the Flintoff gathering. The 
extraordinary course taken by the Chairman at this truly extra- 
ordinary meeting was by no means, however, the most extra- 
ordinary feature of the proceedings. A still more extraordi- 
nary fact is patent on the face of the report—namely, that the 
persons whom the Chairman permitted to speak, did not hold 
any shares in the undertaking ; while the only Shareholder who 
addressed him could not obtain a hearing. Mr. Reilly appears 
to be a gentleman of sense and ability, and as such, we would 
strongly urge him to get out of the undertaking as soon and as 
well as he can. In such cases the first loss is a positive gain, 
a truth which his fellow-shareholders, when ‘“ fooled to the top 





of their bent,” will be forced by melancholy experience to; 


acknowledge. | 





Circular to Gas Compantes. 


Tux judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench in the case of) 
the West Middlesex Water-Works Company v. the Overseers of 
Hampton, which has been awaited for some time past with in- 
tense anxiety by gas companies as well as by water companies, 
was delivered on the 25th inst., and will be found in extenso in 
another column, together with the arguments addressed to the| 
court by the counsel of the respective parties. The organized 
system of extortion created by the establishment of ‘ Parochial 
Assessment Offices,” through whose agency gas and water 
companies have long been made the victims of a host of hungry 
lawyers and speculating surveyors, has received a check; and 
although the court has, in our opinion, failed to grapple with 
the great difficulties of the question, and has attempted to 
reconcile unsound precedents rather than to look at first princi- 
ples, we recognize in the judgment much common sense and 
a manifest improvement in the exposition of the law of rating 
as applied to gas and water-works. We shall take an early 
opportunity of reverting to the subject when we have had 
more time to consider it in all its bearings as affected by the 
recent judgment, and in the meantime we offer such few ob- 
servations as a cursory perusal of it suggests. 

The rateability of mains used for the conveyance of gas and 
water is definitively established by it, as such are held to be 
hereditaments within the meaning of the Parochial Assess- 
ment Act. The judgment says they are “fixed capital 
invested in land,” and “the company are in possession 
of the mains buried in the soil, and so are de facto in pos- 
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session of that space in the soil which the mains fill, for 
purposes beneficial to themselves.” It says further that 
the mains or works in each parish should be rated “ for 
all the profits earned therein,” and where there are no 
earnings in any particular parish (as in the case before the 
court), at such a sum “as would pay the rent of the land and 
the profit on the fixed capital therein.” This view negatives 
Mr. Hawksley’s system, adopted by the Cambridge Gas Com- 
pany in their appeals of 1857 and 1859, the basis of which is a 
fixed rent per lineal yard of main for the use of the subsoil ; 
and it also scatters to the winds Mr. Penfold’s elaboration of 
the contributory system under which he claimed for the trunk 
mains a portion of the earnings in the more distant parishes. 
The judgment leaves all questions relating to rateability un- 
touched where the works and mains are situated in one parish 
jonly, but it defines with greater precision than heretofore what 
‘must be understood by the word “ rent” under the Parochial 














Assessment Act. Rent is held to mean the “ profit remaining 
‘after all deductions have been taken from the receipts,” 
|| and this definition will probably excite more sensation 
|| than any other part of the judgment, as measures will un- 
| doubtedly be taken for testing the soundness of its application 
||to breweries, distilleries, and other similar establishments, of 
‘which the owners are also the occupiers. It is this portion of 
the judgment which, we apprehend, is the most objectionable, 
and we fear the court has been misled by the misuse of the 
terms “ gas rents” and “ water rents,” as applied to the re- 
ceipts of gas and water companies for the commodities in which 
they respectively trade. On the same principle the brewer’s 
account might be called ‘‘ beer rent,” or a distiller’s, ‘‘ spirit 
rent,” absurdities which are too palpable to need discussing. 


The mode adopted by the court in the first Cambridge case, 
of dividing the total ratable value amongst the different 
parishes throughout which the property of a gas company is 
distributed according to the ‘‘ quantity of apparatus ”’ in each, 
is contemptuously over-ruled, with the expression of an opinion 
that “ quantity of apparatus” is “ a principle not more rational 
than that of a lottery ; ”’ but the court adheres to the principle 
of division laid down in the Mile-End Old Town case, which 
we reprint elsewhere for the convenience of such of our readers 
as have not the text of that judgment before them. 

The present judgment supplies an important omission in 
the previous one, as it makes provision for cases of companies 
having works and mains in a parish where they have no re- 
ceipts. It is now decided that in these cases “‘ the local 
rateable value would be such a sum as would pay the rent of the 
land and the profit on the fixed capital therein,” with the pro- 
viso that the joint assessment in the whole of the parishes 
shall not exceed the total rateable value of the whole of the 
property. How cases are to be dealt with where companies 
have small receipts in a parish in which they have large works 
employed principally in the supply of other parishes, is still 
very questionable. If we interpret the present judgment cor- 
rectly, a sort of mixed valuation must be made in such cases, 
in which the mains and such portion of the works as are em- 
ployed in earning the rent in that one parish are to be valued 
at the rent they will command, and the rest of the works at 
such a sum as will pay the rent of the land and a profit on the 
fixed capital expended therein. If this be the meaning of the 
court, we see great difficulty in its application. 

Upon the whole, although this judgment may prevent some 





litigation, it affords no substantial relief from the unfair taxation 
practised upon gas and water companies. They do not object 
to pay their fair quota of the public burthens, but they do pro- 
test against the infliction of an income-tax under the guise of 
a poor-rate; and, as the courts of law have declared their 
inability to relieve them, they must apply to the Legislature 
for the redress of their grievances. It would, in our opinion, 
be a useless expense to carry the last Cambridge or any of the 
recently decided sessions cases to the Court of Queen’s Bench 
after the judgment just pronounced, as none of them raise the 
precise points upon which the further opinion of the court requires 
to be taken; but a combined movement might be made with the 
view of obtaining a reconsideration of the definition now given 
to the word “rent,” and, in the event of its being maintained, 
to ask whether the trade fixtures and chattels of a gas company 
are rateable fas hereditaments, or whether, in estimating the 
deductions to be made from the gross receipts, an allowance 
should not be made for interest and profit on the capital ex- 
pended on such trade fixtures and chattels for the purpose of 








rendering the hereditaments productive. These are, we appre- 








hend, points which have never yet been raised, and, in the 
absence of any action on the part of the Legislature, they pre- 
sent some chances of relief which it is worth an effort to try. 











Correspondence. 


METROPOLIS GAS INQUIRY. 

Srr,—I shall not attempt to argue with you in your own 
columns; I shall reserve this for a more fitting time and place. 
I trust, however, you will not refuse to correct several misrepre- 
sentations which appear in your last “ Circular to Gas Companies,” 
whilst noticing some extracts of information from provincial towns 
which have recently been printed by the managers of the Metro- 
polis Gas Inquiry. 

You say that the managers have printed the replies from various 
towns “ so far as they are calculated to suit their purpose ;” and 
again, “ we very fairly presume that the statements the managers 
have printed are those that tend most strongly to support the case 
of the metropolitan gas agitators.” 

Now, unfortunately for the value of these amiable insinuations, 
the managers have made no selection at all, but have simply printed 
the information just as received from the whole number of towns 
which had furnished replies to the end of January, this being the 
date of the extracts. 

I have two objections to make to the accuracy of the table in 
which you profess to condense the information contained in the 
extracts printed by the managers. 

1. The average price of coals which you insert in the table is 
not in any way put forth by the managers, nor does the price of 
coal, taken simply by itself, present a fair criterion as to what the 
cost of gas ro | be at different places. 

2. The deduction which you make of 13s. in each case for the 
cost of lighting, &c., is evidently too low; because in seven out of 
the eighteen towns in your table the lamps and posts belong to the 
gas companies, and the cost of providing these is included in the 
price paid for lighting. 

The metropolitan gas companies claim 15s. for lighting, extin- 
guishing, repairing, and providing lamps and posts. As before 
stated, I have no intention at present of arguing on the con- 
clusions which are to be drawn from this information from towns; 
but I thank you for your admission that in every instance but one 
the price charged per 1000 feet for gas in public lamps is less than 
the price charged to the private consumer. 

14, Park Street, Westminster, S.W., 

Feb, 19, 1859. 


GAS SUPPLY OF WALSALL. 

Str,—In your publication of the 15th inst. you insert amongst 
the communications received by the delegates of the metro- 
politan vestries from provincial town-clerks, &c., one from the 
town-clerk of Walsall. I should not have noticed his communica- 
tion to the delegates had he confined himself simply to giving the 
statistics of the supply of gas to his own town; but, as he has 
volunteered to give the price charged in the neighbouring districts 
7 this company, which ts incorrect, will you be kind enough to 

low me, through the medium of the JourNAL, to give the dele- 
gates a true statement of the prices charged by this company, viz.: 
Parties consnming 100,000 feet per quarter, 3s. per 1000; 25,000 
feet, 3s. 6d.; under 25,000 feet, 4s., subject to a discount off these 
prices of 5 per cent., and meters supplied by the company to all 
consumers gratuitously. These have been our terms for upwards 
of five years, and I think will remove the false impression which 
Mr. Wilkinson’s statement is calculated to give; and instead of 
proving what the delegates and he wish to prove, will have a very 
contrary effect, for there is no disguising the fact that corporations 
cannot conduct gas-works with advantage to themselves and to the 
consumers; one of the parties must suffer. 

As Mr. Wilkinson has furnished the delegates with the price at 
Birmingham, perhaps you will allow me to furnish them with the 
Walsall terms. The prices quoted in your JouRNAL were advertised 
by the corporation to take place from the Ist of January last (not 
from Michaelmas, as the town-clerk states—see advertisement dated 
the 4th of December, 1858, inserted in the Walsall Free Press of 
December 18, 1858), but consumers are compelled to purchase the 
meters and keep them in repair, which practically enhances the 
price of gas. 

The price charged for public lamps, Mr. Wilkinson states, is £3, 
but omits to say that they are lighted only during eight months in 
the year. 

Stes fact which to my mind speaks volumes on the manage- 
ment of the gas-works at Walsall, is this—that out of a population 
of nearly 40,000 inhabitants, they derived from private consumers) 
only an income of £5000 per annum when their charge for gas 
was 4s. 8d. per 1000, SamveL Watsu, Secretary. 

Birmingham and Staffordshire Gaslight Company, 

Offices—Old Square, Feb. 26, 1859. 


SUN BURNERS. 
Srr,—I beg respectfully to inform you that I have effected two 
very important improvements in the ventilating gaslights known 
as “sun burners,” of which so many have been fixed by me in 


SamvueL HueuHes. 
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club-houses, churches, and reception-rooms within the last seven 
years. 

These improvements, which I have secured by two distinct 
patents, consist, firstly, of an arrangement by which the light is 
allowed to pass upwards, enabling the burners to be suspended at 
any height, so that ceilings can now be lighted as well as the rest 
of the apartment. Secondly, of a value to be introduced in the 
ventilating-tube, which is so constructed as to open when the gas 
is lighted, and to shut when the gas is turned off. 

This arrangement is self-acting, and not liable to any derange- 
ment, nor open to the possibility of failure, while it completely ex- 
cludes all chance of down-draught. 

I confidently expect that this will be found a most important 
invention where “sun-lights” are employed, and also where ordi- 
nary gas-burners only are in use. 

Both improvements can be applied at a moderate expense to ex- 
isting sun-lights. Wx. 8 

16, St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, 1 

February 10, 1859. 


Legister of New Patents. 


PROVISIONAL PROTECTION 
HAS BEEN GRANTED FOR THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS, 
2960.—Joun Davies, of Liverpool, provision merchant, for “4x improved 
portable self gas-generating lamp.”” A communication. Dec. 27, 1858. 
291.—Micnart Loam, of Treskerly House, Truro, Cornwall, for “ Jm- 
pr ts in hinery for raising sewerage and other waters and 
matters.” Feb. 1, 1859. 
293.—MicnaEL Henry, of 84, Fleet Street, London, patent agent, for 
“ The manufacture and useful applications of certain bituminous products 
and compounds of bitumen with other matters, and treating and applying 
certain natural bitumen or bitumens for such purposes.” Feb. 1, 1859. 
322.—Grorce Henry Bays, of 13, Vauxhall Walk, Lambeth, Surrey, 
and Francis Rosrnson, of 88, Salisbury Street, Lisson Grove, Middle- 
sex, for “An improved indicator for registering the withdrawal of liquids 
Srom vessels,”’ A communication. Feb. 4, 1859. 
413,—James Corcurt, of 26, Kirby Street, Hatton Garden, London, for 
“ Improvements in obtaining light from gases.” Feb, 14, 1859, 


NOTICES HAVE BEEN GIVEN OF INTENTION TO PROCEED 
WITH THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS.. 
2225.—Cuartrs Barus, of the Poultry, London, solicitor, for “An im- 
proved mode of constructing and arranging underground chambers in popu- 
lous cities and towns for the reception of gas and water-pipes and telegraph 
wires.” Oct. 6, 1858. 

2487.—WiruiaM Zrervocet, of Hettstiidt, near Eisleben, Prussia, for 
“ Improvements in apparatus for distilling products from bituminous coal, 
schist, peat, and other like substances.’ Nov. 6, 1888. 











| 2987.—Tuomas Bet, of Plaistow, Essex, for ‘‘ Improvements in purifying 


gas.” Dee. 30, 1858. 
230.—Henry Brecxnett, of Bristol, brassfounder, and Joun Dyer, 
gentleman, for ‘‘ Improvements in cocks and valves,” Jan 25, 1859. 
266.—James M‘Kenziz, of St. Martin’s-le-Grand, London, for ‘(4n im- 
proved method of operating ventilating valves, especially applicable to venti- 
lating gas-burners.” Jan, 29, 1859. 


Legal intelliqence. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
WEDNESDAY, FEs. 16. 

Their lordships sat this morning to hear the following writ of error. The 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Brougham, Lord Cranworth, Lord Wensleydale, and 
Lord Kingsdown were among the peers present, and several of the learned 
judges were in attendance. 

CHASEMORE ¢. RICHARDS. 

This was a proceeding by way of writ of error, by which it was sought to 
reverse a decision of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, affirming a judgment 
of the Court of Exchequer. i 

Mr. Bovitt, Mr. NEEpHAM, and Mr. RayMonp were counsel for the 
plaintiff in error, and the ArrorNry-GENERAL and Mr. Mivuer repre- 
sented the defendant in error. 

It appeared that the plaintiff in error was a millowner, and the defendant 
in error was sued as clerk to the Local Board of Health of the town of 
Croydon, in the county of Surrey. The action was brought for injuries 
committed under the authority of that board to the ancient stream called 
the Wandle, and to the mill of the plaintiff, by abstracting therefrom, by 
means of a well, the underground water, which would otherwise have flowed 
into and supplied such stream. The question raised was as to the right of 
the Board of Health to intercept such underground water. The cause came 
on for trial at Kingston in March, 1854, before the late Mr. Baron Alderson, 
when a verdict was taken for the plaintiff by consent, subject to the opinion 
of the court above upon a special case stating the facts. The Court of 
Exchequer gave judgment upon that case in favour of the defendant, and 
that decision was confirmed upon appeal by the Court of Exchequer Chamber. 
The present appeal was then brought. For the plaintiff in error it was con- 
tended that he was entitled to the ancient flow of water to his mill, and that 
the right of the defendants to sink and draw water from a well on their own 











which rights, it was submitted, existed in underground as well as in surfa 

streams. The counsel on behalf of the dstontont | in error contended that 
the digging of a well by the owner upon his own land, for the purpose of 
obtaining a supply of water, was a lawful act, and that, although the conse- 
quence might be the interception of underground water which would other- 
wise have found its way to a stream, he was not responsible for such conse- 
quences to persons entitled to the use of such stream. It was further urged 
that a right to ne water in the land of another person would 
materially and unjustly interfere with the full right of ownership hitherto 
supposed to belong to the landowner in everything beneath the surface of 
his own land, inasmuch as such right would in many cases render totally 
impossible mining and other underground operations, and would thus in- 





land iust be limited so as not to injure their neighbours’ antecedent rights, | 








juriously affect the rights of owners of landed property. The law could not 
recognize any right, either ex jure nature or acquired, as belonging to any 
person in the land of another, and a thing so obscure and uncertain in its 
existence as underground water, the continued depth of which was ever 
varying. If such right were allowed to be acquired by user, it might be so 
gained without its being possible for the owner of the land, against whom it 
was being acquired, to know of such user being commenced. Upon these 
grounds it was submitted that the decision of the court below was correct. | 

At the conclusion of the arguments, | 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR put a question to the learned judges involving 
the points in the case. 

The learned JupGes requested time to consider their opinion. 

The further consideration was then adjourned sine die. 





| 
| 
VICE-CHANCELLORS’ COURTS. | 

WepNEsDAY, FEs. 16. | 

(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. KinDERSLEY.) 

HAYWOOD U. LOWNDES. | 

On the 26th of January last an interim injunction was obtained in this 
cause to restrain the construction of a sewer by the Local Board of Health | 
of Tunstall, in Staffordshire, on the ground that they had no power to doso}| 
under the Local Health Act (11th and 12th Vic., cap 63), or the Local | 
Government Act (20th and 21st Vic., cap. 98), and that it would be an/ 
irremediable injury to the plaintiffs, who were the owners of certain lands | 
used as a brick and tile field, and through which the sewer was proposed to be 
made. The plaintiffs’ case was that the local board had no power to go out of 
their district, which they must do in this instance, to make the sewer. In 
September last the local board gave seven days’ notice of what they in- 
tended to do, and instead of moving for an injunction then, as they intended 
to do, the plaintiffs proposed a plan of obviating the difficulty, but ulti- | 
mately a verbal notice was left by the surveyor of the board to say that the | 
sewer was to be formed according to the former notice. Upon this the in- 
junction was moved for and obtained as an interim order, and now came on 
as a regular motion. 

Mr. Batty and Mr. JessELL appeared in support of the motion. 

Mr. Guasse and Mr. T. Humpnrey opposed it, and relied on the 45th and 
46th sections of the first Act, which latter was extended by the 30th section 
of the second Act. 

Mr. Batty was heard in reply. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR said he had no doubt about the jurisdiction, 
which this court certainly had. There had been no acquiescence, and the | 
case depended upon the construction of these Acts of Parliament, which | 
seemed, like all others, really framed to puzzle. Great difficulties arose in 
framing Acts; but, considering the process of alteration an Act went through 
in both Houses, the framer could not be supposed responsible. The control 
given to a local board was limited to their district, and that appeared by 
the 48rd section of the Public Health Act. If not, this absurdity would 
arise, that another body could deal with a sewer which happened to interfere 
with them; and this would produce a conflict which could never have been 
intended. If this was not so, sewers might be made but could not afterwards 
be meddled with. Under the 46th section provision was made against a 
nuisance; but this, for the same reason, applied only to sewers vested in | 
them, and therefore in their own district, and to places within the same | 
limit. Then came the question whether the 30th section of the Local 
Government Act gave the power not given by the former Act. This clause 
made it more clear and necessary to limit the power to the district; for 
otherwise, if by the former Act there was power, it was unnecessary to give 
it them. But the Legislature had signified what was given by the new Act | 
—namely, to cleanse, &c., and not to make sewers out of their own district. | 
The word “and” must be construed “and,” outfall —e | only the carrying | 
off of sewerage by means of canals, cesspools, the sea, &c. ‘The obligation | 
of taking a building was a part of the necessary working of the Act, and | 
did not excuse the going out of the district, although perhaps a mass of 
houses might alter the case. There was no necessity here to go out of the 
district for any purpose except in a trifling instance, and certainly not to 
make a sewer. The injunction must be granted. 








| 

Monpay, Fes. 21. 

(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Woon.) 

THE NENE VALLEY DRAINAGE AND NAVIGATION IMPROVEMENT COMMIS-| 
SIONERS Vv. THE MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND BURGESSES OF WISBECH. 

The object of this suit, as has been already stated, was to restrain the 
defendants from further interference with two dams and a “throttle” 
erected by the plaintiffs for temporary purposes in that part of the river) 
Nene which passes through the town of Wisbech, and to compel the defen- 
dants to restore these works to their former condition, or to make compen- 
sation for the injury which had been occasioned to the plaintifis. 

His Honour, without hearing the defence, said that, as the plaintiffs de- | 
clined to give an undertaking to complete the permanent works, the bill | 
must be dismissed. The works in question were not necessary for the pur- 
poses of the Act of Parliament under which the plaintiffs derived their 
power, nor was there any intention on the part of the contractor, or any | 
one else, that they should be left as permanent works. At the same time 
a serious responsibility and risk would be incurred by any one who at-| 
tempted to remove these dams without taking great precaution. It was} 
not a case, however, that the court could deal with, and he could only 
express his hope that no such step would be taken. As the plaintiffs de- 
clined to give any undertaking for the completion of the works, the bill 
must be dismissed with costs as against the principal defendants, but as 
against those three defendants who had taken upon themselves to disregard 
the interim injunction granted last month, without costs. 

Mr. Rolt, Mr. Daniel, Mr. Walford, Mr. Paget, Mr. Chapman Barber, and 
Mr. Faber appeared for the several parties. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Saturpay, Nov. 6, 1858. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord CamPBe.y and Justices WIGHTMAN, ERLB, 
and Hi.) 
THE QUEEN, ON THE PROSECUTION OF THE CHURCHWARDENS AND OVER 
SEERS OF THE POOR OF HAMPTON, respondents ; 
AND THE COMPANY OF PROPRIETORS OF THE WEST MIDDLESEX WATER- 
WORKS, appellants. 

Mr. Lusu, with whom was Mr. Bopkrn and Mr. Metca.re, appeared for 
the gamma Mr. Bovitt, Mr. HuppiEston, and Mr. Fiexp for the 
a ants. 

‘ r. LusxH said this was a special case for the opinion of the court upon 
the principle of rating water-mains. The case stated that the company were 
incorporated under Act of Parliament, and the objects of the undertaking 
were, by constructing water-works, making reservoirs, laying pipes, &c., to 
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raise water from the ‘I'hames, and supply certain places mentioned in the 
Act, and other places. The parish of rm was not named in the Act. 
By this Act the company were empowered to construct works and lay down 
mains and pipes through and under the several highways, roads, passages, 
streets, &c. Bya subsequent Act of Parliament the company were empowered 
to supply other parishes and places in London as therein enumerated, and 
by that Act the power conferred on the company by their Act of Incorporation 
of supplying ‘‘ other places than are in the said Act specified, or any places 
adjacent or near unto any of the parishes or places specified in the said Act” 
was repealed. Thus the company were, by express enactment, prohibited 
from supplying the parish of an with water. The company at first 
drew their supply of water from the Thames, a little above the present 
Hammersmith Bridge, by means of a main laid into the river opposite their 
engine-house. The engine-house and works were at Hammersmith, and 
from thence the water was supplied through mains and service-pipes to the 
district which they served. For the purpose of facilitating this supply, the 
company constructed two reservoirs, one at Kensington, and the other at 
Barrow Hill. They also supplied every parish through which their mains 
and pipes were laid with water—those parishes being mentioned in one or 
other of the said Acts—and thus derived profit from each parish in which 
their mains and pipes were laid. With a view to improve the quality of the 
water they supplied, they, several years since, purchased a large tract of 
land on the Surrey side of the Thames, on part of which they constructed 
two large reservoirs, and they then drew their source of supply higher up 
the Thames, near to Barnes Terrace, being at the westernmost end of the 
western reservoir. In consequence of the legislation of 1852 they were 
compelled to take their supply of water from higher up the Thames, beyond 
the reach of tidal influence, and this naturally lead to a reconstruction of 
their works, The company, therefore, determined to take their supply of 
water from the Thames at Hampton, above the town, and to construct at 
Hampton an engine-house and other works necessary to draw the water 
from that source, and then send the water through a main along the high 
road to their reservoirs at Barnes. To enable them to construct their new 
works the py obtained an Act of Parliament, and subsequently pur- 
chased land at Hampton, on which they erected engine and boiler-houses, in 
which are two steam-engines, boilers, and other ——— for drawing. a 
supply of water from the Thames, and they have also laid down a main under 
the highway from the works to the reservoirs. The company derive no direct 
rofit whatever in the parish of Hampton, nor have they any freehold or 
easehold interest in the soil of the highway through which their main is laid, 
but they could not supply the water so raised to their customers without 
using the mains in question for its conveyance. The questions for the con- 
sideration of the court were, whether, and upon what principle, the buildings, 
works, and main of the wy mms are rateable to the parish of Hampton. 
The company contended that they were not rateable at all in respect of this 
main, and that their works in Hampton are to be rated as ordinary buildings, 
without reference to the profit earned by the company; and if the court 
should be of opinion that the company are liable to be rated in respect of 
their main, they contend that they are only liable to be rated in respect of 
the land actually occupied by the main, and not in respect of the profits 
derivable from the other parishes which they supply. On the other hand, 
the parish contend that the whole works and main are rateable, and that 
they are to be rated in reference to the profit derived in the parishes to which 
the water is conveyed by their agency. Now, the first question—he did not 
know whether it was seriously intended to argue the point—was this, whether 
the company were rateable at all for their mains. He (Mr. Lush) appre- 
hended that that question was settled long ago, and that they, being occu- 
piers of land in the parish, were rateable as such. 

Lord CAMPBELL: You know the old cases of gas and water-pipes. 

Mr. Hupp eston said, Mr. Bovill, who was to argue the case with him, 
wished to make some observations on that point. They had had some con- 
siderable difficulty upon it, and perhaps their lordships would be good enough 
to hear what Mr. Bovill had to say. He could not say that they were not 
—— to argue it. 

r. LusH said he would pass that matter by for the present, and come to 
the question, ‘‘ Upon what principle are the company to be rated for their 
main?’’ Were they to take only the value of the land occupied by that 
main, without reference to the — for which it was used by the com- 
pany? Was not the purpose and the profit derived by the company from the 
agency of the same to be taken into account? 

Lord CaMpBELL: That is the real question. 

Mr. Lusu submitted that there was no more doubt upon that point than 
upon the other, because, from the New River case downwards, it had never, 
in any single case, been disputed that such companies were to be assessed in 
respect of the use they made of*the land and the value which the land was 
tothem. Their lordships would remember the case of Tie King v. the New 
River Company, in which the appellants contended that they were rateable 
for a stream at Amwell only to the extent of the value of the land, and that 
the parish were not entitled to take into account the value of the stream to 
them, because they got no direct profit from it in the parish of Amwell. In 
that case Lord Ellenborough said :—* This is a rate imposed on land, in- 
cluding a spring of water, as being of the aggregate annual value of £300. 
The case finds that the land alone, without the spring, and if not covered 
with water, is of the annual value of £5; but if the advantage which the 
company derive from the use of the spring may by law be included in the 
rate upon the land, the land and spring together are of the annual value at 
which they are rated.” They were rated at £300, and the question was, 
whether they were to be rated at £5, the value of the land without the 
profits of the spring; or whether they were to take into account the use 
which the company made of it, and the profit which they derived from it, in 
London, no profit being made in the parish in which it was situated. Then 
Lord Ellenborough said :—‘ Much of the argument against this rate seems to 
me to be built on a perversion of the terms of this finding. We are desired 
to read the case as if the words were, ‘if the whole advantage of the concern 
may be included in the rate ;" whereas nothing like that is stated, but only, 
‘if the advantage which the company derive from the use of the spring;’ 
and the rate is expressly stated not to be imposed upon the whole advantage 
which they derive. I am at a loss, therefore, to discover between this case 
and that of Rex v. Miller any other distinction than that which has been 
alluded to—viz., that. the quality of the two waters is different, the one being 
a mineral and the other a plain water. It has been assumed, indeed, in that 
case, that all the profits are received in the parish where the land lay, but 
the case does not warrant any such conclusion; and we know perfectly well 
that the mineral water in question in that case is disposed of in great quan- 
tities at distant places. It may be said, also, that in this case the owners 
of the property are also the occupiers, but there the property was in the 
occupation of a tenant; to which the answer has aiuehe taen given—viz., 
that that circumstance is no otherwise material than as it affords a more easy 
criterion of ascertaining the annual value. There, then, is land and water 








enclosed in a basin upon the land, which falls within the legal description of 





land; and although a considerable portion of the profits of such water is 
derived from pipes through which it is distributed to other places, yet it is 
found the water has a certain ascertained value at the fountain-head, and in | 
cases of this kind it is enough to ascertain the local value of the property, | 
without inquiring whether it yields a return on the spot. A degree of con- || 
fusion has arisen from comparing this to the case of tolls upon canals, | 
whereas they are essentially different; for tolls are incorporeal hereditaments, 
and have no legal corporeal existence so as to be the subject of rate until 
they become due. Then we have been pressed with the case of Rex v. Scul- | 
cogtes, where it was holden that the commissioners in whom a drainage was | | 
vested were not rateable, but that was so holden upon the principle that! 
there is not a scintilla of benefit derived from the occupation. ‘The property | 
was not rateable, because the commissioners were merely servants of the 





| 


public, having no divisible funds in their hands, either as trustees or fal 


their own benefit, and derived no advantage from the drains; the only 
ersons benefited by it were the owners of land in other parishes.” Then | ' 


rd Ellenborough went on to say—“In Rex v. Bath it was assumed in || 
the decision that the water was the subject of rate in the parish where it | 


was impounded in the reservoir, the only question there being whether the 
corporation were rateable in that parish to the extent of all the profits re- 
ceived by them, or whether the rate ought not to have been framed with re- 
ference to the contributory profits derived to the company in other parishes.” 

Lord CampBeLL: The water that is profitable does not arise within this 
parish; it is brought from the Thames. 

Mr. Lusu: Just so; it is brought from the river Thames, but it is taken 
out of the Thames in the parish. 

Lord CAMPBELL: By the main. 

Mr. Lusu: By the engine. At the head of the works and on the margin 
of the river are steam-engines which draw up the water from the river and 
discharge it through the main. Therefore the source of supply may be said 
to be in the parish. 

In answer to some inquiries by Mr. Justice Erle, 

Mr. Lusu said, in the case of the New River Company, whether there were 
mains at any other part of the line between Amwell and London, he did not 


know, but it was assumed here that a portion of the profit was derived from | | 


the pipes which conveyed the water from the parish in which it was raised 
to that in which it was received. This case affirmed—and it was not the first 
case upon the subject, for in The King v. Miller, which was the case of a 
mineral spring, the court decided that the profit made by the sale of water in 
other places was to be taken into account in rating the whole spring—* If 
one rents a quantity of land, together with a mineral spring thereout arising, 
at a gross yearly rent, he is rateable to the poor in respect of the whole of 
such rent, though in fact the annual value of the land, independent of the 
spring, is only in the proportion of two to eight of the reserved rent.”” And 
then Lord Ellenborough said :—‘“‘ The mineral water was distributed all over 
the country, but inasmuch as there was a profit derived from the water in- 
dependent of the land, as such—.’”’ And again: ‘‘ The mineral water was 
sold upon the spot, and realized a profit in the parish.’”’ Now he (Mr. Lush) 
contended that in no case, not even in the one upon which his learned friends 
relied, had it ever been denied that in assessing the value—the rateable 
value of the dead works—some allowance was not to be made for the profits 
they conduced to the earning of. The principal case relied upon on the 
other side was that of The Queen v. the Inhabitants of Mile-End Old Town, 
but it was to be observed at the outset that in that case the question before 
the court was, how the rateable value of the whole works was to be distri- 
buted between the parishes where the profits were received, and there was 
no question before the court as to the principle of assessing mains and works 
which did not directly conduce to profit. In that case it was found, first of 
all, by means of deductions which it was not necessary now to go into, what 
was the net value of the whole of the works—7. ¢., what a tenant would be 
expected to give for them. It was found, also, that in several of the parishes 
the water-rates were very trifling, but the company possessed therein ex- 
tensive permanent works, such as buildings, reservoirs, conduits, canals, 
bridges, and mains, yielding to the company no other profit than as being 
conducive to the earning of water-rates received in other parishes. The 
annual value of these was assumed to be £6500 as mere land and buildings, 
with their fixtures and machinery attached, and deriving some additional 
value from their capacity of being applied to such purposes as that of a water 
company. Therefore that case started with an agreement between the parties 
that the engines, buildings, and mains in parishes where no profits were re- 
ceived should be rated at a certain sum—a sum increased in consideration of 
the capacity such buildings, &c., had of yielding to the earning of profits 
in other parishes. In the present case the court were asked to decide how 
much additional value, or upon what principle the additional value was to be 
ascertained, of the dead works in those parishes where no profits were made ; 
but in the Mile-End case the parties had previously agreed upon that point, 
and had also taken into account the additional value of such works from their 
contributing to earnings in other parishes. Theonly question before the court, 
then, was, deducting the annual value of the works which yield no direct profit, 
whether the mode of calculating the rateable value of the mains, pipes, and 
works in the several parishes was maintainable in pointof law. Upon this point 
the arbitrator to whom the matter had been referred said :—“ As the total net 
receipts—viz., £36,000—measure the full value of the water-works in the 
hands of a lessee, who must retain his own profit out of them, the company 
ought not to be assessed upon that entire amount; for a tenant under them 
would be entitled to expect a large return of profits on a concern requiring 
judicious management, and the employment of a large capital, and involving 
risk and responsibility. He might have to borrow the necessary capital at 5 
per cent., and would be entitled to a large trade profit on his floating capital 
and on the stock of personal property necessarily kept in hand on the pre- 
mises. A profit of 25 per cent. on the sum of £20,000, and 10 per cent. on the 
value of the stock in hand, may assumed as not unreasonable under the 
circumstances. The profits of the tenant may, therefore, be taken at £5200 
per aunum. Theremuneration for personal trouble now received by the board 
of management would be received by the lessee himself, and is already included 
in the disbursements. The difference—namely, £30,800 per annum—is what 
a lessee would be willing to pay to the company under his lease, and is there- 
fore the net estimated rental or rateable value on which the rate should be 
calculated if the whole works were in one parish. But the works being in 
different parishes, in some of which (as above stated) no profits are derived 
from water-rates, the basis of valuation will not be uniform throughout all of 
them. The parishes in which a large profit is made by water-rates will take 
those profits into their estimate, because the mere land occupied by the mains 
and pipes is of trifling value. On the other hand, the parishes in which the 
water-rates are small, or none, and the land, buildings, and machinery of the 
company extensive, will base their estimates on the probable rent of the land 
and buildings as such. Hence, before the net rental of £30,800 is apportioned 
amongst the parishes in which the water is delivered, and the water-rates 
actually received, the annual value of works, legally rated on a different 
prineiple or basis, must be deducted. The last-mentioned value is (as above 
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stated) £6500, and therefore the net annual value to be apportioned among 
the parishes, in the ratio of the receipts for water-rates in each, is £24,300. 
The result gives an annual value in Mile-End Old Town which will support 
the rate. So, if this net value be apportioned among the parishes in which 
the water-rates are received in the ratio of the quantity of mains, pipes, and 
lands occapied by them in each, the result will be nearly the same, and will 
support the rate, inasmuch as those quantities are (as above stated) to be 
taken in the present case to be the ratio of the gross receipts.” Having ascer- 
tained all the outgoings of the company—having assessed at an agreed sum 
the works which did not directly conduce to profit—the question was, how 
the residue was to be apportioned among the parishes concerned. The con» 
pany contended that it should be in the ratio of the property expended in 
each parish, and that was the question the court had to decide. With regard 
to that point the court said:—‘‘ The first step in apportioning has been in 
effect to divide the apparatus constituting the rateable subject into two por- 
tions, of which one is directly productive of rateable value, being the service- 
pipes which deliver the water to the consumer ; the other indirectly condycing 
to such productions, being the rest of the works bringing the water to the 
service-pipes. The second portion has been first rated in the ordinary way, 
by valuing the land with the buildings and fixtures upon it, and the amount 
of rate so ascertained has been deducted from the sum of the rateable value 
and distributed to the districts in which the parts of this portion are situate.” 
Taken by itself, this sentence did not correctly state what had been done. | 

Justice Erte: Of course that judgment is, that the arbitrator’s opinion 
upon that part of the rateable value is affirmed ? 

Mr. Lusi: Certainly; but it was clear that the arbitrator did not rate 
thera as mere lands, but took into account the additional value of their use 
by being applied to the purpose of a water company. Then the court said:— 
‘“* An analogous course appears to have been adopted for railways, in Regina 
v. the London and South-Western Railway Company (1 Q. B. B., 558), and 
Regina v. the Grand Junction Railway Company (4 Q. B. R., 18); and for 
gas companies, in Legina v. the Cambridge Gaslight Company (S. A. and E., 
73). Also the spring, which indirectly conduced to the ultimate profit by 
water-rate, was held rateable in the parish where it was situate, in Lex v. the 
New River Company (1 M. and §., 503), the quantum of such rate being left 
for the sessions. As this course was acquiesced in by both parties in the latest 
three cases, we may presume that it can be applied without practical difficulty, 
and we see no objection to it.” The court, therefore, clearly approved of the 
course taken by the arbitrator in imparting some additional value into the occu- 
| pation of the land. Then they said: —‘* The remaining step has been to appor- 
| tion the residue of the rateable value among the districts in which the directly- 
| productive portion of the works is situate, in the ratio either of the net profits 
|or of the gross receipts, or of the quantity of the mains and pipes and of the 
| land occupied by them in each district. Each ratio in the present case gives 
| the same result.” Now this was a case which, as he (Mr. Lush) understood, 
his learned friend on the other side relied upon, and respecting it he would 
make the observation which he had already made of the previous one referred 
to—viz., that the particular question now before the court was not raised by 
it, the parties having agreed among themselves what should be the rateable 
yalue of the dead works as such, with an added value on account of their con- 
nexion with the other parts of the works which yielded a profit to the 
company. 

Justice Erte: Being locally situated so as to have a capacity of contributing 
to the earnings of the company. ‘The arbitrator might have found that a 
piece of land in the middle of Dartmoor was worth half-a-crown an acre, but 
if the same piece were within half a mile of Tavistock, it would be worth 30s., 
on account of its capacity of being used by the inhabitants for grazing 
purposes. 

Mr. Lusu said this was the language of the arbitrator, and not the judg- 
ment of the court. 

Justice Erte: No, but I want to call attention to the language of the 
learned arbitrator, because the court adopted, or intended to adopt, those 
words with respect to the value of a landing-place for a ferry. 

Mr. Lusu: It is not the judgment of the court that this is the principle, 
but a statement by the arbitrator that he had assessed it upon that principle. 

Justice ExLe: It was not the judgment of the court, but, the parties being 
content, the court says: ‘It is agreed to, and we have nothing to do with it.” 
| Mr. Lusu said they did not ask the court their opinion upon it, but merely 
| how they should apportion the residue upon the other parishes. Now the 
| case of the Cambridge Gaslight Company was this:—The company were as- 
| sessed in the parish of St. Mary-the-Great at £70 for the mains and other 

pipes, and other apparatus for the conveyance of gas. They had purchased 
| lands and premises in the parish of St. Andrew-the-Less within the town of 
| Cambridge, and erected thereon buildings, gasometers, retorts, ‘‘and other 
| necessary works and apparatus for making gas and coke, and have broken up 
| the soil and pavement of the several public streets and ways, and (with the 
| consent of owners and occupiers) ef divers of the private grounds, &c., in the 
| several parishes, and have fixed therein preper mains and pipes for the con- 








veyance of gas along the streets and into the several colleges, halls, shops, | 
They also manufacture for sale a consi- | 
jderable quantity of coke and tar at their said works and premises in St. | 


| &e., of the university and town. 


| Andrew-the-Less.” The session confirmed the rate. Then it was said that 


no college or hall in the university, except Downing College, is or ever has | 


| been rated to the relief of the poor. The various * colleges and halls in the 
| university were all founded before 43 Eliz. (1601) except Downing College, 


| which was founded in 1800; and, with the exception of Downing College | 
| the company must be rated in respect of its occupation in each parish; and 


| (and of some modern addition to others), no college or ball in the university 
jis or ever has been rated to the relief of the poor. The various parishes, 
however, in which the colleges and halls are locally situate, in perambulating 


| their respective boundaries have been accustomed to go into and pass through | 
Several of | 
the colleges and halls are lighted by the company with gas, which is supplied | 


the colleges and halls, and to affix their boundary marks therein. 


from their works by the mains and pipes fixed in the ground, and which pass 
into and through various parishes as aforesaid, and amongst others through 
the parish of St. Mary-the-Great. The lands, buildings, gasometers, retorts, 
and other works and apparatus for making gas, coke, and tar, together with 
the mains and pipes for conveying gas through the town, colleges, and halls, 
would let to a responsible tenant at the rate of £2400 a year, the tenant pay- 
ing all rates and outgoings for making the subject of the occupation produc- 
tive, and doing all the ordinary repairs required, but not providing for the 
renewal of the various works when necessary, which renovation would cost 
upon an average £500 a year—viz., for the buildings and main pipes £300, 
and for the gas-meters and more perishable articles £200. The rent of £2400 
also includes the mains, pipes, and apparatus in those colleges and halls 
which are not assessed to the relief of the poor, the value of which mains, 
&e., so included is £350 a year. The gas consumed in St. Mary-the-Great 
is conveyed into and through it by mains and service-pipes sunk and affixed 
in the soil. The sum received by the company for gas thus conveyed and 
consumed by the parish is £763. 18s. 8d. per annum. The assessment in St. 








Mary-the-Great has been confirmed upon the assumption that £2400 is. the 








sum at which the works, mains, pipes, and apparatus of the company are 
liable at law to be rated to the relief of the poor, and that that sum, after 
deducting £150 for the value of the buildings and works at the manufactory, 
ought to be distributed amongst the different parishes through which the 
mains and the pipes are laid, with reference to the annual receipts by the 
company for gas supplied in each parish respectively. If this be correct £70 
is the amount at which the company should be sssessed in St. Mary-the- 
Great.” Then the company contended for various deductions which they 
were entitled to make, and the question before the court was, whether the 
principle on which the assessment had been made, or that ‘contended for by 
the company, be the right. Whether, supposing the principle adopted by 
the parish to be upheld, the company may make any and which of the de- 
ductions claimed from the sum of £2400.. Whether, if the company’s prin- 
ciple be adopted, they are entitled to all or any of the deductions claimed 
from the sum of £2400. Whether, if the company’s principle be adopted, 
they are entitled to all or any of the deductions which they claim to make 
from their gross receipts beyond their ordinary expenses. ‘The total rateable 
value being ascertained, upon what principle ought it to be distributed 
amongst the several parishes in and through which the pipes and mains are 
laid, after deducting £150 for the value of the buildings and works in St. 
Andrew-the-Less.” The court said: —‘‘ The company has been assessed in the 
latter parish (the parish of St. Mary-the-Great) in the sum of £70 upon the 
amount of £2400, which is stated to be what a responsible tenant would give for 
the whole apparatus for a year, after making some deductions and disallowing 
others hereafter to be noticed. Upon the hearing of the appeal two questions 
mainly arose: Whether the above principle of ascertaining the sum to be assessed 
be correct, or whether it ought to have been made upon the total receipts of the 
company, deducting their expenditure; and, Whether dueallowance has been 
made of all proper deductions, supposing the first principle to be correct. 
Now that the general principle, adopted by the parish officers and confirmed 
by the sessions, as contrasted with that contended for by the appellants, is 
correct, we consider it to be now too late todoubt.”” They then cited certain 
cases, which they considered settled the question, and add—* the former case 
is an express authority against the appellants, and the latter in favour 
of the decisions of the sessions upon this point. We are of opinion, 
therefore, that the decisions of the sessions were quite right in the adoption 
of the general principle, but not equally so in allowing the deductions which 
ought to be made.” Then the court went into the consideration of the various 
deductions, with which he (Mr. Lush) would not trouble their lordships, 
and then said: ‘* We now come to the fourth question—‘* Upon what prin- 
ciple the total rateable value, being ascertained, ought to be distributed 
amongst the parishes in and through which the mains and pipes are laid, 
after deducting £150 for the value of the buildings and works in the parish 
of St. Andrew-the-Less ?’—and it is one of considerable general importance. 
The sessions have adopted as their own criterion the amount of the receipts 
for gas supplied in each parish, and have assigned to the respondent parish 
the sum of £763. 18s. 8d., being such amount within it ; and if the principle 
be correct, it is admitted that £70 is the proper assessment upon the com- 
pany in that parish. In determining this point, it is necessary to consider 
in respect of what the company is rateable according to the decisions; and 
from the case of Rex v. the Corporation of Bath, and various other authorities 
in conformity thereto, including Rex v. the Brighton Gaslight Company, and 
the still later case of Rex v. the Trustees of the Duke of Bridgewater, aud 
many others which might be cited, it appears that they are rateable as 
occupiers of land for the improved value of the land from the gas-pipes being 
laid in it.” Therefore that was a direct decision upon the principle in the 
present case, 

Mr. Justice Ente: As I understand it, the parishes through which the 
main passed had a right to rate the main for something ? 

Mr. Lusu: Not merely for something—not merely as land used, without 
reference to the purpose for which used. 

Justice Erte: They may be rated for the improved value of the land? 

Mr. Lusu: Yes, from the gas-pipes being laid in it. 

Justice Entz: That is the same as “ for the capacity of being used.”’ If 
the gas company claimed to be rated exclusively in the parish where all the 
profits are made per curiam, that is wrong. 

Mr. Lusi said he would venture, by suggestion, to put it higher than 
that—that the court meant not merely for the pipes being capable of having 
gas passed through them, but the actual use of the pipes for the purpose of 
having gas passed through them; for they said—“ this therefore being, as 
we think it is, the acknowledged principle, it seems to follow that the 
criterion before-mentioned, which has been adopted by the sessions, cannot be 
the true one. Supposing (adopting their own rule) the value of the whole 
works to be £2400 per annum, minus certain deductions, and the quantity of 
apparatus in the soil of each of the several parishes to be equal, but the sale 
of gas and the receipts for it to be confined to one, the cases of Sex v. the 
Corporation of Bath, before referred to, and Rex v. the New River Company, 
and tex v. Foleshill, are express authorities to show that a rate upon the 
company in that particular parish, where all the profits are received, could 
not be sustained. The New River Company was rated in the parish of Little 
Amwell at the sum of £300, the value of the land, independent of the water, 
being £5 only; and this court held the rate to be proper, though it was ex- 
pressly stated that no part of the profits accrued in the parish of Little Am- 
well, nor, indeed, until the distribution of water in London. Since there- 
fore, in the present case, the land occupied by the apparatus in each parish 
through which it passes contributes to the whole value to let, it follows that 


if so, we are aware of no rule which can be laid down as to the amount, 
except that it must be in proportion to the quantity of apparatus situate in 
each parish.” 

Lord CampBeLL: We have to state on what principle this company should 
be rated. Now, just give us the expression you would use as a reason for our 
giving an opinion in your favour. 

Mr. Lusu: I am just coming toit. I ask the court to adopt that part of 
the judgment I have just read, which says that they are to be rated in pro- 
portion to the quantity of apparatus situated in each parish; taking the 
cubical contents of the mains in those parishes, and the ratio which they bear 
to the cubical contents of all the mains in other parishes, 

Justice Ente: That is to say, taking the sum total of the profits made by 
the company, and taking the cubical measure in space of the apparatus, and 
dividing the profits according to that cubical measure. 

Mr. Lusu: That is what I say. 

Lord Campnety: I suppose that would be the principle supposing the 
parish of Hampton were supplied with water? 

Mr. Lusn: I[t would be the same. 

Justice Ente: The place where the profits were made. If the apparatus 
producing the profit lies in several parishes, it is immaterial where the profits 
are made ; you must take the cubical contents of the apparatus in each parish, 
and apportion an aliquot portion in each. 

Mr. Lusu: Yes, inasmuch as the works in one parish as much contri- 
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buted to the profits as the works in another. That is the judgment in the 
case of The Queen v. Cambridge, and that is the judgment which, in The 
Queen v. Mile-End Old Town, is confirmed. 

Justice Exte: But they, having stated the ——_ upon which they ap- 
portioned the profits in the Mile-End Old Town case, say that, when the 
rinciples of Zhe Queen v. Cambridge are minutely considered, they will be 
‘found not to be at variance; and, if the ground of the judgment in the Cam- 
bridge case is that the dead works are rateable for something in the parish 
in which the dead works lie, the rate must be paid in proportion to the 
cubical contents. If that is the principle in The Queen v. Cambridge, it is 
affirmed in the case of Mile-End Old Town. Query—Whether it is the prin- 
ciple in The Queen v. Cambridge? 

Mr. Lusu: The Mile-End Old Town did not affirm that. 

Justice Erte: No, but the court assented to it. 

Mr. Lusu: The court say, and with this emphatic passage in The Queen v. 
Mile End, that what we decided in this case is not at variance with the Cam- 
bridge case. Then I am entitled to f° back to that case, and I find that the 
decision is consistent with justice and common sense, inasmuch as every inch 
of the main as much contributed to the profit as another, and that, whether 
this main yielded a direct profit or not, it as much contributed to the profit of 
the company as though it were a part of the service-pipe. 

Justice ERLE: Except there is this difference—that these mains have to be 
carried for many miles through several parishes, and it is immaterial in 
which parishes were there is the option of several. But it is perfectly essen- 
tial, if the water is only vendible in one parish, that you should get the 
water into that parish where it is vendible. 

Mr. Lusu: And the value is enhanced by the distance it is brought. 


























Lord CAMPBELL: But you must consider which is the most advantageous 
manner of conveying the water from the river Thames. 

Justice Erte: It is not an indispensable part, if you have the option of 
two or three parishes. 

Lord CampBeLL: You must suppose that this is a beneficial one. It may 
be that from the levels there is a capacity for conducting the works at 
Hampton, in reference to the reservoirs at Barnes, which is peculiarly 
advantageous. 

Justice Erte: Understand the distinction I make. Water is vendible 
only in populous towns, and if it has to be carried twenty or thirty miles, it 
may be taken in a circuit to the north or south, and according to which 
course is adopted be conveyed through totally different parishes. Therefore 
the parishes through which you go may be immaterial, but the parish where 
the water is carried is essential. The parish of transit may vary, but that 
in which the water is vendible is invariable. The parish through which it 
passes is not a sine gud non where there is the option of several. . 

Mr. Lusu: Yes, as the works are here constructed it is; the company 
having chosen it for their works. 

Lord CAMPBELL: We must suppose that it had some quality which induced 








|| them to adopt it. 


Mr. Lusu: Yes; and the object is to arrive at what a tenant would give 
for the occupation of this land in Hampton, used as it is by the company for 
the purpose of conveying water to those parishes which they supply. 

Lord CampBeti: The great difficulty in this case is how to apply the test. 


railway, take the parish in which the profit is made. In the case of a rail- 
way, there is not the least doubt as to the profit made between two towns. 


be assessed on the towns. 
test, and that you must take the parish where the profit is made. 
Mr. Lusu: This court has decided that every parish through whieh a rail- 


stations. 
Justice Erte: Not in the aliquot part of the sum total of the profits. One 
—— was mileage. Take the sum total of the profits made between 


each, so let the rateable value be. The other principle was to take the profits in 
the parish where they arose, and rate the whole upon the profits made in each. 


another, which would make a difference in the profits. In this case every 


profits. If you could suppose a tenant to take one part alone—say, willing 
to rent the main in the parish—he would take into account the fact that the 
other parishes could not get a supply without his main. On the other hand, 
a tenant taking the service-pipe in the parish of Barnes would know that he 
could not get an adequate supply without he paid a rent to the owner of the 
main in Hampton. 

_ Mr. Bovrt1, for the appellants, said the question raised for the considera- 
tion of the court was as to the rateability of mains. 

_ Lord Campsetu: I think we need hardly argue this. How can you dis- 
tinguish between the mains for water and gas-pipes ? 

Mr. Bovitt said he did not mean to go through the authorities. 

Lord CampsetL: You do not mean to say you can overturn a long series of 
cases decided for several years? 

Mr. Bovitr was aware of those cases, and would only occupy the attention 
of their lordships for a few minutes before passing to the other point—as to 
what were the principles enunciated by this court. The question of the lia- 
bility of mains and pipes to be assessed came under the consideration of this 
court with respect to the land-tax, and it then became necessary to consider 
in what light mains and pipes were to be regarded, whether as portions of the 
land itself, or mere easements for the passage of water. With reference to 
the assessment to the land-tax, their lordships were of opinion that they were 
to be treated simply as easements. 

Lord CAMPBELL: They were to be considered as the occupation of land, 
and therefore rateable, 

Mr. Bovitu: Quite so; but their lordships, in the case of the Chelsea 
Water- Works v. Bowley, laid down a certain rule, and enunciated a principle, 
with respect to such pipes, and it would be for him to call the attention of 
the court to the position of the company. In that case their lordships said :— 

Although it has been considered for more than a century that they could 


rtax, we think that the parishes through which water-pipes pass have acted 
properly in omitting to assess them.” Now, then, the reason :—*‘ The right 


and neither land nor hereditament. The right to convey water through the 
land of another, and whether the water is to be conveyed upon the surface of 
the ground, or in covered drains, or in pipes, appears to us for this purpose 
to be immaterial. The mere power to lay the pipes on the land cannot 
be considered land or hereditament, nor do we think that the pipes when 
laid can be so considered within the meaning of the Land-Tax Acts.” 
Undoubtedly their lordships went on to affirm the doctrine, that for the pur- 
pose of rating to the poor, they did not intend to break in upon those deci- 
sions; but having stated the view which the court entertained with respect 

















Justice Erte: It was held by this court that you must, in the case of a | 


| 
| 
| 


| showed that it was precisely similar to the case of the West Middlesex Water } 


The towns are just as indispensable as the terminus, supposing the profits to | 
ut it was held by this court that that is not the | 


Mr. Lusu: But there may have been more expense in one parish than in | 


| where the subject matter directly conduced to profit, and where that profit 
' could not be obtained in any other parish. The other branch was where the 


way runs is entitled to participate in the profits although there are no | 


addington and Bristol, and according to the aliquot part of the railway in | 


foot of main in the parish of Hampton is indispensable to the earning of | ject matter of a rate which directly produced the profit—that there the land 


to those matters, their lordships went on to consider the Land-Tax Acts, and | 
to show that there were various provisions which were inapplicable. But the | 
art to which he wished to call the attention of the court was the passage he | 
ad read, and which showed that in this case they were in the nature of an 
easement; and then proceed to apply that doctrine to the present case. The | 
West Middlesex Water Company were formerly at liberty to draw their supply 
of water within their own district (in parliamentary terms—i.c., the district 
in which they supplied water). They were fully at liberty to obtain that 
water from the Thames, and carry it through their own parishes, and to con- 
duct their business in any way they thought fit. . 

Lord CaMPBELL: But they could not go higher than Hammersmith | 
Bridge. 

Mr Bovitu said: After that time the attention of the Legislature was 
called to the supply of the metropolis with water, and an Act of Parliament | 
was passed which prevented this company and others obtaining their supply | 
from the sources at which they had usually done so, and compelled them to, 
go to that part of the river which was not affected by tidal influences. At 
the same time that they were compelled by Act of Parliament to go up the 
river (by which Act this company were driven to the parish of Hampton), | 
they were also prohibited supplying water beyond the limits of their district. | 
Then what did the Legislature give them _— todo? As it drove them | 
higher up the river to obtain their supply of water, it said: ‘* You shall have | 
permission to lay down your pipes where you please, and bring it into your 
district.” If so, what was this but a substitution by the Legislature of an-| 
other channel for the river Thames, and a bringing up of the same identical | 
water which they were accustomed to take lower down, in a different direc- | 
tion? 

Lord CaMPrRELt : { 
the Legislature of becoming by their mains the occupiers of land in the | 
parizh of Hampton. 

Mr. Bovixt consi ] } 
lordships stated in the case of Bowley. In the parish of Hampton the main 
was laid in the highways by direction of the Legislature, and there was no 
occupation of the highways before. 


Mr. Lusu: There is no direction. | 


Mr. Boviit: But there is power to do it, and there was none before. 

Lord Campse.t: They were laid in the soil, subject to public assessment. 
Surely it can make no difference as to the rateability whether they are under 
the highways, or fields, or lands in the exclusive occupation of individuals. 

Mr. Bovixu said their lordships, in respect of the land-tax, considered that 
these were mere easements; and the appellants in the present case submitted 
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' 
- if 
dered it was more in the nature of an easement, as their 





' 
! 


| 


' 


There is this answer to that: there was the option by {| 





that under the circumstances, looking to the enactments made by the Legis- 
lature, it was intended that this main should be in the nature of an easement 
also, and that if they passed along the highway, there was no intention to | 
make them rateable; it was a mere change of channel: the easement was 
for the passage of the water. 

Lord CamMrBexy: In the land-tax case the court unanimously pointed out 
that they did not in the slightest degree call in question former decisions. 

Mr. Bovitt submitted that the passage from that case which he had read} 


Company. | 
Lor CAMPBELL said there was nothing in the statute to exempt them from 
liability under it. | 
Mr. Boviti: Neither was there in the Land-Tax Acts. j 
Lord CAMPBELL: We were guided by the peculiar language of those Acts. | 


| 
| 


Mr. Bovrii1 said he had already pointed out, that the part which he read 1 


had no connexion with the Land-Tax Acts. It was a distinct statement by 
the court that it was to be considered in the same nature as an easement. 
Lord CampBet: But still, the soil being an easement, would such ease- 
ment be considered, for the purpose of the 43rd Elizabeth, as an occupation | 
of the land? The principle we have now to decide is—upon what principle | 
the mains are to be rated. } 
Mr. Boviut said, in respect to the principle upon which mains were to be | 
rated—if rateable at all—that had been concluded by distinct decisions and | 
principles enunciated by this court, which principles were now settled and | 
acted upon in all matters connected with railways, where there were two | 
distinct matters and in different parishes—7. ¢., wherever there was the sub- 





would be rated, taking into account that profit, not as profit, but for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what it would let for in particular parishes: that was, 


subject matter of the rate indirectly conduced to profit; and those two sub- | 


| ject matters were perfectly distinct—such as, for instance, the railways them- 


not resist the assessment, if they ever were liable to be assessed to the land- | 


In question, where exercised, appears to us to be in the nature of an easement, 


| as buildings, reservoirs, conduits, canals, bridges, and mains, yielding to the 


cording to the length the profit increased, and consequently the rateable 
value: there was a direct rateable value in the same ratio in every part of 
the line. Then there were other parts which only indirectly conduced to 
profit, such as warehouses, buildings, docks, &c.; and, if in another parish, 
they were rated according to that indirect profit which they produced—. e., | 
according to their capacity of being used for a particular purpose. Let them | 
consider how it stood upon authority with respect to those two distinct | 
matters—those which directly contributed to profit, and therefore were essen- | 
tial, and those which only indirectly contributed to it, and therefore were 
not essential. Mr. Lush had said that the appellants relied upon the case of | 
The Queen v. Mile-End Old Town; and undoubtedly they did, because that | 
was 2 case affecting water-works, and where there were reservoirs, buildings, | 
&e. &e., which indirectly conduced to profit, and mains, services, &c., in | 
particular parishes, which directly conduced to profit. Those two questions | 
were brought before the court and dealt with in the manner which he (Mr. 
Bovill) had mentioned. Now, Mr. Lush said that the question how property 
which only ergs contributed to profit was to be dealt with was not raised 
before the court, and not decided by the court in that case; and he disposed 
of the case by saying that the only question decided was as to the ratio, or 
how the rateable value was to be apportioned with respect to that which 
directly produced a profit. He (Mr. Bovill) had the authority of the court 
for saying that it was not as his learned friend stated, and he would show 
that both what directly and what indirectly produced profit were before the 
court and decided by them. It was not necessary to go through the case at 
length. In the statement of the case there was, first of all, a statement of 
the gross receipts, the disbursements, the net receipts, &c. ; and then there 
was a statement that in several of the parishes the water-rates were very 
trifling, but the company possessed therein extensive permanent works, such 


selves, where every portion of land along the line earned a profit, and ac- 








company no other profit than as being conducive to the earning of water- 
rates received in other parishes. The case, therefore, was precisely analogous 
to the main in Hampton, where there was no water supply, and must be treated 
the same. Then it went on to say that ‘the poten. value of these may be 
assumed for the purpose of this case to be £6500, as mere land and buildings, 
with their fixtures and machinery attached, and deriving some additional value 
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from their capacity of being applied to such purposes as that of a water company. 
!In the hamlet of Mile-End Old Town there are no works, except mains and 
| pipes for the supply of the inhabitants ;”’ and, after stating the other facts of 
| the case, the statement then was that, “ On the part of the company it is 
| contended—first, that the net receipts do not represent the earnings in each 
| parish, the water-rates being, in fact, earned, not by the pipes in the parti- 
|cular parish, but by all the works of the company employed to collect and to 
\distribute the water from its sources.’”’ Therefore the point was distinctly 
jraised by the question stated upon the case itself. It was then argued by 
|| counsel that the property should be valued in its entirety, for every part of 
|| it was necessary to the acquisition of profit. ‘* The question is not where the 
| profit is received, but where it is earned. Without the reservoirs and pumps 
| the pipes would have no water to distribute. How, then, can it be said that 
| the pipes earned all, and the reservoirs and i earned nothing?” The 
point, therefore, was argued—how was itdecided? The court, after referring 
to that which indirectly conduced to profit, said:—*‘* The second portion— 
| which was equivalent to the mains here—has been first rated in the ordinary 
| way, by valuing the land with the buildings and fixtures upon it, and the 
amount of rate so ascertained has been deducted from the sum of the rateable 
|| value, and distributed to the districts in which the parts of this portion are 
| situate. An analogous course appears to have been adopted for railways, in 
|| Regina v. the London and South-Western Railway Company (1 Q. B. R., 
558), and Degina v. the Grand Junction Railway Company (4 Q. B. R., 18) ; 
|and for gas companies, in Regina v. the Cambridge Gaslight Company (8 A. 
jand E., 73). Also the spring, which indirectly conduced to the ultimate profit 
by the water-rate, was held rateable in the parish where it was situate, in 
| Rex v. the New River Company (1 M. and §., 503), the quantum of such rate 
being left for the sessions. As this course was acquiesced in by both parties 
in the latest three cases, we may presume that it may be applied without 
practical difficulty, and we see no objection to it.” Now, for his friend to say 
| that the point was not raised and disposed of, was strong presumption, be- 
|cause it was distinctly raised; it was argued, but the court did not give an 
elaborate judgment upon it for this reason. They said: ‘‘ Here are three 
| great railway cases before us; none of the counsel venture to argue that the 
| — laid down in them was not right, and we see no objection to it.”’ 
| nae ape they affirmed the award, and proceeded to the other question— 
| Viz., as to the apportioning of the residue among the parishes. That case 
| raised the question and decided it, and, what was more, it decided this case 
|also, because the main here was precisely analogous to the buildings, reser- 
| vais, &c., and, like them, indirectly contributed to the profit. How incon- 
sistent was it, then, for his friend to stand there and say the rating must be 
according to the cubical contents, which might, in some cases, be ten times 
the extent of the apparatus in the district where the supply took place. 

Lord CampBeELt said he did not think that Mr. Lush ought to be bound by 
the use of the word “‘cubical,’’ or “‘ proportion of the apparatus,” 

J ustice ER ez inquired of Mr. Lush what he would go by, if not by cubical 
contents ? 

Mr. Lusu said he wished to adopt the language of the court in the Cam- 
bridge case—*‘ It must be in proportion to the quantity of apparatus situate 
in each parish.” 

Lord Campnrtu: You say it_is toybe the same as if the parish of Hampton 
were supplied with water ? 

Mr. Lusu: Yes. 

Justice Ente: The overseer to go and rate the Hampton main as if it were 
supplying the parish with water? 

ord CAMPBELL: It cannot be so, because there would be a profit received 
in the parish. It is admitted that the company would be rateable not only 
as occupiers, but something beyond that. 

Mr. Lusu: The ground occupied by the pipes would be improved by the 
use they make of it, and my contention is that their profit is as much derived 
from that whether received in this or another parish. 

Mr. Bovyri1 said the more his friend attempted to define the principle with 
respect to cubical or superficial contents, the more inextricable became his 
ditticulty. He (Mr. Bovill) would take first the cubical contents, and illus- 
trate it. He would suppose the City Gas Company having power to supply 
the City of London with gas, but prohibited from having their works within 
the City itself. He would then suppose that in an adjoining parish—say Bow 
or Stratford, or somewhere else—they hired an immense surface of ground of 
comparatively small value, and there erected their gas-works, having enor- 
mous gasometers and gasholders, &c., and that the cubical contents of these 
were ten times the extent of the pipes in one of the smallest City parishes, 
where, from the large number of houses and buildings, they raised a revenue 
of £2000 or £3000 a year, and which they could not derive anywhere else. 
Were the cubical contents of the dead works on Bow Common, which was of 
little value, to be rated, as they would be, according to his friend’s proposal, 
those cubical contents being of ten times the extent of the area of supply ? 
It would not stand fora moment. Then take superficial contents. Suppose 
the case of a water company having enormous reservoirs and other things at 
Mile-End extending over acres of ground, in a low flat country, which was 
inundated in winter time. There it would be found that the company had 
twenty times the superficial quantity of land in that parish than in the one 
which they supplied. 

Justice Erie: Take surface one acre in length merely conveying the 
pipes, and another where the works are situated, and there has been an 
outlay of £100,000 in constructing the works upon the surface. Then, says 
| Mr.’Lush, ‘‘ let us have quantity of apparatus,” which is an undefined idea. 
| Mr. Bovitt thought that, without going further, it was pretty evident 
|| that neither principle would answer his friend’s purpose; and he would defy 

| him to find a case in which the principle of cubical contents or surface had 
| been applied. His learned friend might then say—*‘ I will take cost ;’”’ but 
| | that was an equally improper test. 
|| Lord CampBeLi: Supposing this company had power to supply Hampton 
|, with water, how would you ascertain the value in rating the mains? 

















| divided in proportion to the quantity of the lan 


| 


| Mr, Bovitu: By the profit they would derive from the supply within the | 


;|parish. You must apply the parochial principle. Cost had never been con- 
| | sidered a test. 

| and negatived, 

|; Mr. Boviin would say one word more with respect to his friend’s definition 
| 


| Justice Erte: That was distinctly raised in the Mile-End Old Town case, | 


Justice Ente: The real question is this:—Mr. Lush did commit himself 
at one time to an intelligible principle ; the whole of the apparatus produc- 
ing the profit is one; the whole of the profit is one; the distribution of that 
profit as rateable value is to be in the proportion of the apparatus at Hamp- 
ton. Then comes the question how to measure that apparatus; and he said 
first of all cubic measure, then surface measure, and then quantity of appa- 
ratus. Still I am at a loss to follow—why Hampton is entitled to an aliquot 
portion of the profit made by the West Middlesex Company in the parishes 
which they supply. 

Lord CampBELL : It is like the mileage principle of rating railways. 

Mr. Boviu1 said: That principle was clear where it could be applied, but 
it was not correct here. It was the parochial principle which must 
adopted—the earnings in the parish. You cannot apportion profits according 
to the length of the railway or pipe, nor according to the cubical contents of 
either the one or the other. In substance, it was his friend’s principle, for 
it was to take the pepe of apparatus, and see what was the aliquot dis- 
tribution among all the parts. eal 

Lord CAMPBELL: But, instead of taking distance, he takes as his criterion 
the contribution of the apparatus in each parish to the profitable power. 

Mr. Boviit said there was no doubt that, if it did not contribute to the 
profitable power, it would not be rateable at all. In the case of gas-works 
or water-works which contributed to produce profit in other parishes, it was 
not essential, for they might go into other parishes, and the profit would be 
the same. In reality, the profit was diminished by the length of the pipe. 

Lord CampBELL: Without the pipe you have no profit at all. f 

Justice ERLE: The real question between you is, that there is no differ- 
ence between those which directly and those which indirectly contribute to 
profit. That is the issue between you. 

Mr. Bovixt quite understood that, and his learned friend said the question 
of indirectly conducing to profit was not raised in the Mile-End Old Town 
case; but he (Mr. Bovill) had called attention to it, and shown that it was 
raised and decided; and upon the principle and authority of that case he 
should contend that it had been acted upon not only in those three railway 
cases, but in others. Just to show how it would shake the whole principle 
of rating which had been established during the last twelve years, if the 
course contended for by his friend were adopted, take the case of the station 
at Camden Town, where the engines were kept and the carriages repaired. 
If that station were to be taken as part of the North-Western Railway, and 
tlie profits of that line—either according to the net or gross receipts—were to 
be taken, what sort of rating would you get? The principle always adopted 
was to take the station separately, and to rate it according to its capacity of 
being used for a railway station. That was a course sanctioned by this court. 
In dealing with this question of the apportionment, the court, in the Mile- 
End Old Town case, said this :—‘In the case of water companies, when the 
profit arises from the delivery of the water at a given place, the previous 
transit being immaterial to the consumer, the service-pipes immediately 
produce the profit, and the agency by which the water reaches those 
pipes indirectly conduces to such production. If the service-pipes in 
each parish could be let separately, the water being assumed to be sold at 
the same price throughout, the criterion of the rent would be found in the 
gross receipts, which would depend on the number, and diameter, and level 
of the service-pipes in each parish; and an apportionment according to the 
gross receipts in each district would be according to the rent to be expected 
from the part of the rateable subject situate in such districts.” That was 
where they were dealing with that part of the subject of how the profits were 
to be apportioned, they having previously disposed of the other question— 
viz., the distinction between that which directly and that which indirectly 
contributes to profit. After going through the whole matter, and referrin 
to those cases which Mr. Lush had cited, the court said:—‘** By the meth 
adopted in this case the rateability of the portion of the apparatus indirectly 
conducing to produce profit is provided for, and the residue of the sum of 
rateable value is apportioned to those parts of the apparatus directly pro- 
ducing profit, in analogy to the mileage proportion for canals and railways.” 
The mileage proportion was not correct ; it should be the parochial. 

Justice ERLE: Quodamodo it is incorrect. The mileage principle would 
apply in a case were packages, &c., pass from A to B in a parish. 

‘ pees There are some other cases which put this question beyond 
all doubt. 

Lord CaMPBELL : The court, with regard to railways, has permanently 
established the parish principle and not the mileage principle. Undoubtedly 
Mr. Lush is not bound by the way in which it is put by the parish. That 
which they put in this case is clearly on the mileage principle. 

Mr. Boviti: And that principle the court had repudiated over and over 
again. It did not rest upon the Mile-End Old Town case and the decision 
given then. The principle there stated had been affirmed again and again 
in mane analogous cases. ors there was a bridge on which a toll 
was payable on passing over it, half the approach to which bridge was in one 
parish and half in another—say a quarter of a mile approach in one parish 
and a mile in another—it was quite clear that the bridge would not produce 
toll unless there were approaches, and therefore the approaches indirectly 
contributed to the profit. On what principle ought the rating to be based ? 
Ought the surface quantity—the cubical or superficial contents—to be taken, 
and the rate to be levied accordingly ? When that question came before the 
court, the court again distinguished between that which directly and that 
which indirectly conduced to the profit. 

Justice WicuTMAN: Which case is that ? 

Mr. Boviti: The Hammersmith Bridge case. In thatcase half the bridge 
itself was in each parish. The approaches on one side were 678 yards, and 
on the other 5320 yards, or about eight times as much; and the question 
was, whether the toll should be rated to each — in equal moieties, or 

in each parish respectively. 
In dealing with that question, the court distinctly pull the principle 
for which his learned friend contended. After taking time to consider, the 
court said :—** This case is to be decided by the application of the principle 
for apportioning the rateable value where the rateable subject producing such 
value is situated in several districts. If the entirety of the works can be 
divided into two parts, the first directly producing the value, and the second 
indirectly conducing to such production, such division should be made, Then 


| all the expenses incidental to the second part, including the rates to which 


, of the principle for which he contended. It was not the principle upon which | 
|| those who put forward this case proposed to act. It was not stated in the | 


;|case itself. In the last paragraph it was said: The parish contend that 


|| the whole works and main are rateable, and that they are to be rated in | 
| 


| reference to the profit derived in the parishes to which the water is conveyed 
| by their agency; ’’ that is to say, their having a profit in other parishes. So 


that Hampton, which produced no profit, was to be entitled to a portion of | 


the profits made in other parishes. 

Lord CampBELL: They do not acknowledge that Hampton is not instru- 
mental in producing a profit. 

Mr. Lusu: I did not contend for that. 


it may be liable, being deducted from the gross proceeds, and the net rate- 
able value being ascertained, such value is to be apportioned among the dis- 
tricts in which the first part—viz., the part directly producing the value—is 
situated, in the ratio of the portion of that value produced in each district. 
The bridge itself is the direct source of the satenble value, the passage over 


| the river being that which is paid for. The approaches indirectly conduce to 


that production, and would probably be valueless if the bridge were taken away.” 
This was precisely the same as the case of the pipes in Mile-End Old Town. 
“The bridge, then, being the direct source of rateable value, and the net 
rateable value being duly ascertained, such net value is to be divided be- 
tween the two parishes in which the bridge is situated, in the ratio of the 
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value produced in each parish. Now, as the value arises from the transit 
afforded by the bridge, and as every portion of the line of the bridge contri- 
butes equally to produce this value, the rateable value must therefore be 
apportioned among the parishes according to the length of the bridge in each 
parish, which is here in equal moieties.” ae 

Justice Erte: There you see every passenger passes over the entire line, 
and the mileage principle and the poh ow principle are one. 

Mr. BoviLu: Then the court said :—‘t The approaches stand in the same 
relation to the bridge as stations and warehouses to railways, reservoirs and 
wharves to canals, aqueducts and mains to water supplies, gasometers and 
mains to gas-burners ; and the principle for dividing the direct from the in- 
direct source of profit, for rating the indirect source, and for apportioning the 
residuary net value among the districts in which the direct source was situ- 
ated, was explained in the Queen v. Mile-End Old Town. We would add, 
that this judgment was confined to the apportionment of the net rateable 
value which is assumed to be correctly obtained, and has no reference to 
any question as to the rateability of the approaches themselves.” This, 
therefore, was a distinct affirmation by the court of the principle of the 
Mile-End Old Town decision, and was in the way which he (Mr. Bovill) had 
put it. It was clear that in the case of water companies, aqueducts, and 
mains, and in the case of gas companies, gasometers and mains were treated 
as indirectly producing profit, and were to be rated on a totally different 
principle to those things which directly conduced to profit. The more the 
point was considered the more impossible it appeared that his friend could 
be correct. 

Justice Ente: If you were to take any ratio of space, the 600 yards of 
approach on the Hammersmith side would produce not one-third of the pro- 
portion of profit which the trifurcated approaches on the other side would 
produce. Taking it as one entire apparatus, then the trifurcate approach on 
the south side would have an aliquot profit as compared with the one single 
approach on tho other side. 

, "i c But the greater part of the traffic passes over the whole 
ength. 

_ Lord Campse.: The trifurcated approach on the south side of the bridge 
is very much in your favour. It is clear there is as much space occupied by 
each of the approaches on the south side as there is by the single approach on 
the north side. 

Mr. Bovrii said, whichever way it was taken, the same principle would 
apply; but the importance of this case was, that in the year 1849 the court 
approved of the principle of the Mile-End Old Town, which was decided in 
1847, and treated it as clear law that, in the case of reservoirs, mains, pipes, 
and gasometers, they were to be.rated only as indirect sources of profit. He 
now came down to the year 1856, in which precisely the same principle was 
laid down in the case of Zhe Mayor of Liverpool v. the Overseers of West 
Derby. In giving judgment in that case, the court said :—‘* Where lands 
lying in several parishes are used for reservoirs, engines, and other machinery 
necessary for bringing water to other parishes, where by service-pipes the 
| water was distributed to consumers, and yielded a profit, it was held in Regina 
|v. Mile-End Old Town that the parishes in the first category might rate the 
land lying in them according to the ordinary principle—that is, according to 
the probable rent which, as land, the buildings, deriving some additional 
value from their capacity of being applied to such purposes as that of a water 
company, would yield.” 

Justice Erte: That is the point—“ deriving some additional value, &c.’’ 
I perfectly recollect the principle. 

Mr. Bovixu: ‘ And that the parishes in the second category, where profits 
were made by water-rates or the service-pipes, might take those profits into 
account in rating the service-pipes. It seems to us that the principle of that 
| case is applicable to remove the objection to rateability now under considera- 
|| tion Land taken for water-works, and indirectly conducing to the profit- 
| able supply of water, is rateable, irrespective of the profit derived from that 
|supply. If the profit on the supply were to be rated, the sums paid for such 
|| rates on the land would have to be deducted from the gross receipts as one of 
|| the expenses of management, in ascertaining the net profits which are to be 
||rated.’”’ Now, here was case after case in which it was assumed as clear law, 
| and acted upon; and how, therefore, was his friend to get out of it by some 
|| new principle which he (Mr. Lush) was not able to define—a principle which 
|| had never been sanctioned by the court? ‘It seems to us clear that the land 
|| here in question is rateable on the principle thus applied in Regina v. Mile- 
| End Old Town.” Now, the West Derby works were situated outside of the 
| town of Liverpool, as the main of this company was at Hampton; and it 
| might be that, if land were extremely valuable at Hampton, the company 
would go further, where it was of less value. Supposing they were to ascer- 
| tain, according to the parochial principle, what was the value of the land ac- 
| cording to what a tenant would give for it from year to year. Supposing 
| certain owners of land in Hampton said—“ We will let you put your pipes 
|in our land for £100;” and the owners of an adjoining piece should say— 
“You may put them in our land for £10,” it would be perfectly immaterial 
to the water company whether they had them in one direction or the other, 
and they would be assessed as the owners of land quite irrespective of the 
profits which they realized in the parishes which they supplied. 

_ Lord Campseti: Surface occupied may be the foundation of assessment, 
irrespective of the value of the land? It is impossible to adopt that view. 
|. Justice Wicutman: In this case it says, ‘The rate should be according 
| to the ordinary principle—i.e., according to the probable rent which, as land, 
| the buildings, deriving some additional value from their capacity of being 
| applied to such purposes as that of a water company, would yield.” 
| Mr. Bovitx : It is its being in proximity; but in some places where you 
| may be able to let it for that purpose, it derives some additional value, be- 
| cause, if there were two pieces of ground side by side—— 
| Justice Wicurman: If some person independently of the water company 
had that which the water company had not, what would he let it for to them 
jin the state in which it is? It is difficult to say what that would be. 
|. Mr. Boviun said there was no practical difficulty in arriving at it, and for 
| this reason—— 
| Justice WicHTMAN: What would you say is the “additional value?” 

Mr. Boviiu: That your lordships are not asked to ascertain, but to lay 
down some Fae naga as in the Mile-End Old Town case. A surveyor would 
have no difficulty in telling what it is. 

Lord CAMPBELL: What we ask ae is only to give us in afew words what 
you say is the principle upon which the assessment ought to be made. 

Mr. Boviti: The — of the Mile-End Old Town case. 

Lord CAMPBELL: You are prepared to act upon this principle ? 

Mr. Bovitt said he was, and that there was no difficulty in applying it. 

Lord CaMPBELL: Before the Act of Parliament was to compel the 
water companies to take their supply higher up the river, there was little 
probability that the land in the parish of Hampton would derive any profit 
from the water supply of the metropolis ? 

Mr. Bovitt: None. 

Justice Entx: Then a new competitor for land at Hampton comes into the 
































market. In the town of Plymouth the water is brought from some ten miles 
off, and they have the choice of three or four rivers, each of which is in the 
hands of private proprietors, and would have some additional value from 
their capacity of being bought by a person for the supply of the town. They 
would each raise something. b 

Mr. Boviti: Your lordships are not called upon to say how that is to be 
done; the surveyors will do that when the court have laid down the prin- 
ciple. In the Mile-End Old Town case your lordships presumed that that 
principle might be applied without difficulty, and you may safely do so now. 

Justice Wicnrman: If that principle were taken in this case, the only 
question would be, what is the additional value ? P 

Mr. Boviit said it was better that the court should pronounce upon it. 
He should not feel any difficulty about it as to how it was to be carried out. 
He would illustrate it in this way:—Supposing a water company, having 
power to supply the northern side of the metropolis, wanted to bring their 
water from a distance beyond Hampstead, and that there was already a 
Hampstead Water Company in existence, having pipes laid down very near 
the metropolis. The new company might lay down pipes of their own, or 
they might say to the other company, ‘* We will rent your pipes.” A sur- 
veyor would have no difficulty in ascertaining the value of them. And so 
here, with respect to the main in the parish of Hampton, if the court should 
say that the appellants were not to be rated according to profits, but only as 
occupiers of so much land, having a capacity of being applied to this purpose, 
a surveyor would have no practical difficulty in ascertaining the value. _ 

Lord CampreLi: Your general proposition is, that that which only in- 
directly conduces to profit is to be wholly disregarded. 

Mr. Bovitu: Precisely. 

Mr. Lusu: Wholly disregarded ! 5 

Mr. Bovixu said his friend repudiated that proposition, but it could not be 
taken upon the principle of profits, but only with reference to its value, and 
the value of other land in the district, and the improvement of this land by 

ipes being laid in it—in fact, adopting the parish principle. He was satis- 
Fa. from the number of railway cases with which he had had to do, that 
there wasno difficulty in the matter. Take any of the railway stations round 
London—he cared not which—they were assessed upon that principle, and 
the surveyor said—‘‘ Here is an enormous building; it is valuable at so 
much, but because it is near a railway station I shall say it is worth so much 
more,” but not according to the profits to be made. If, when the station at 
Euston was to be built, the company—knowing it to be a convenient site— 
did not like the rent that was asked, they would have gone half a mile fur- 
ther. It had no connexion with the profits they would make. _ : 
Lord CAMPBELL said there was a term amongst builders from time to time 
of land being “‘ ripe for building.” ~ 

Mr. Boviiu: That is it; and you must not value that land as mere agri- 
cultural land, but according to its capacity for building. 

Justice Ene : Supposing the land at Hampton were rented from year to 
year of a private person, and the proprietor raised the rent, the company 
would then look to the right or the left to see if there was any land that they 
could get for less; and such land would be a little enhanced in value on 
account of the competition. 

Mr. Boviti: Supposing, instead of renting the land, the water or gas 
company bought it, and had to pay compensation, they would not pay such 
compensation according to the value of the land to them, but with reference 
to the competition in the neighbourhood, arising from other land suitable for 
their purpose. Whichever way you look at it, the result is the same. 

Justice WIGHTMAN: What the value of the occupation is to them. 

Mr. Boviti: Yes, but not with reference to the profits derived on their 
land, but with reference to what they could get other landfor. Why should 
their lordships attempt to give some further definition ene that which 
had been given, which had been found practically useful, which could be 
and was applied in the case of railways, and had been treated as clear law 
for now fifteen or twenty years? Why should they strain to give some ex- 
pression which persons would not understand, when they already had an ex- 
pression which they did understand? If the court asked him how to apply 
the principle to a particular case, he would say he did not know; but of this 
he was certain, that there was no difficulty in the way of itsbeing done. He 
asked their lordships to affirm the principle laid down in the three cases—to 
say that there was, in point of law, a distinction between that which directly 
and that which indirectly conduced to profit—that the — of Hampton 
came within the latter description—and then to apply the principle of 
assessing the land according to its capacity of being used for this purpose. 
Should there be any difficulty in the practical application of it, the court 
might afterwards be asked to point out the way of overcoming it; but as 
there had been no difficulty hitherto, the parties would probably come to the 
conclusion that there was none now. 

Lord CaMpBELL: There has been a difficulty, and we have reason to believe 
that a most learned and acute member of our profession, who was referred to, 
had great difficulty in doing it. 

Justice Ex.eE said there was no doubt, if this were the only place in which 
the company could place their pipes, that would be one element in estimating 
the value, and, if it was the most convenient or least expensive place, that 
would be another, but when it was perfectly immaterial whether they were 
there or elsewhere—— 

Mr. Boviti: Yes; and again, whether they could only take it in another 
place by tunnelling through high hills. There was also a further considera- 
tion. The water as itcame from Hampton was river-water, but the company’s 
Act of Parliament required that it should be filtered, and the consequence was, 
that — which the company derived a profit from was a manufactured 
article. 

Lord CAMPBELL: I think it is the raw material. 

Mr. BoviLt submitted, without going through all these illustrations, that 
this question was concluded by the decision of 1847. In all subsequent cases 
they had adopted the parochial and not the mileage principle, and all that 
the appellants asked was, that the court should still adhere to that. Just a 
word or two with regard to those cases to which his friend had referred. In 
the first place, all these cases were before the court in the case which he had 
cited, and in which the court laid down thisclear principle. In the first case 
—the case of the The King v. Amwell—that was the case of a spring. No 
doubt the spring was of value, and could not be had in another parish, and 
its value was the same whether used by them or not. But here it was not 
necessary that the company should take their water from the Thames at 
Hampton ; they could take it all along the river. The spring at Amwell was 
the only spring all along the line which yielded a large supply of water, and 
therefore it was of value. It was found that the spring and land were worth 
so much per year, and there was no doubt that a large spring in the neigh- 
bourhood of London would be very valuable. But not so the water in the 
eg of Hampton, because you could go to the next parish and get the same 
thing. 

Justice Ente: There was no decision in the Amwell case at all relating to 
the apportionment among divers parishes when the property was in one. It 
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was held that the spring under the circumstances was valuable, and there- 
fore rateable. 

Mr. Boviu1 said it was found that the water had a certain distinct value 
at the fountain-head, and that in cases of this kind it was sufficient to ascer- 
tain the local value of the property, without inquiring whether it yielded a 
return on the spot. So in the case of Zhe King v. Miller, in which also 
there was a spring concerned. The next case was that of Mile-End Old 
Town, which he (Mr. Bovill) had, he hoped, disposed of satisfactorily. Then 
he came to the Cambridge gas case, where the question was as to the distri- 
bution of rates from profits in the different parishes. His learned friend 
| omitted to notice that the question with respect to matters out of the parish 
indirectly conducing to the profits, was disposed of by the facts. It was dis- 
| + ame | stated there that the assessment in St. Mary-the-Great had been con- 
| firmed upon the assumption that £2400 was the sum at which the works, 
mains, pipes, and apparatus of the company were liable at law to be rated to 
the relief of the poor, and that that sum, after deducting £150 for the value 
of the buildings and works and the manufactory ought to be distributed 
amongst the different parishes through which the mains and the pipes were 
laid with reference to the annual receipts by the company for gas supplied in 
each parish respectively. Therefore, in that very case, there had been, first 
of all, £150 taken off for the value of those buildings and works, and then 
the question was as to the distribution among the different parishes, and the 
ratio in which the rate ought to be distributed among the parishes where the 
profits were earned. The parish officers having done that, the court came to 
give their judgment, in which they said ‘‘that the general principle 
adopted by the parish officers, and confirmed by the sessions, as contrasted 
with that contended for by the appellants, is correct, we consider it to be now 
too late to doubt... . We are of opinion, therefore, that the sessions were 
— right in the adoption of the general principle, but not equally so in 
allowing the deductions which ought to be made.”” Then it was a question as 
to the mode of distributing the profits amongst the parishes where the profits 
were earned, after taking off the sum of £150 for what he might call the dead 
works; and therefore the case did not in eny shape or way interfere with the 
doctrine which had been laid down. He would not trouble the court with any 
further observations, but would submit that the case was clearly concluded 
by the authorities, and that the court would not interfere to reverse those 
decisions, open again the whole field with reference to railway and other 
rating, and break in upon that practice which had now been acted upon ever 
|since the decision in the Mile-End Old Town case. Their lordships would 
see that in the Hammersmith Bridge case the court treated it as settled 
law that that which indirectly conduced to profit was not to be rated. 

Justice Erte: You say that the case of the Mayor of Liverpool was de- 
cided by the Mile-End Old Town case? 

Mr. Bovit : I do. 

Justice ERLE: The value was taken upon the “‘ mere land and buildings, 
with their fixtures and machinery attached, and deriving some additional 
value from their capacity, &c.” 

Mr. Bovitt: Yes, and nothing more; and that of course ascertained by 
finding whether other land could be obtained, which a surveyor would take 
into consideration, and have no difficulty in applying. 

Justice Erte: There is one other illustration, I believe. The principle 
was applied in the case of the landing-place of a ferry, which was rated upon 
a proportion of the profits of the ferry. It was held by the court that the 
ferry was not rateable, but the landing-place was rateable as land upon the 
| bank of the river, with some increased value in consequence of being used as 
| the landing-place of the ferry. 

Lord CamMpBELL: That is adhering to the parochial principle ? 

Mr. Boviti: Yes; your lordships must adhere to the parochial principle. 

Lord CampBetu: I think you are justified in saying we must. 

Mr. Lusu: I quite agree; and what I ask your lordships is to adhere to 
the parochial principle. 

Lord CAMPBELL: You can scarcely say we adhere to it, if the profits in 
all the parishes supplied by this company are to be ascertained, and then an 
aliquot part of those profits is to be assigned to the parish of Hampton, in 
respect of the main passing through that parish. That would not be the 
parochial principle. . 

Mr. Lusu said he apprehended it would be. He was going to make one 
observation upon the ferry case which had been referred to. The only land 
occupied there was the landing-place, and that, therefore, was the only place 
that could be assessed, and the case had no application to the one in hand. 

Justice Erte: It showed that an increased value was put upon it by rea- 
son of its capacity for being used as a landing-place. 

Mr, Lusu said, although his friend stated that it was very easy to ascertain 
how much additional value should be put upon the land, it was very remark- 
able that there were at least ten other parishes which were at this time wait- 
ing the decision of the court in this case, and looking for their guidance in 
| laying down some principle, because that was one which could not be acted 
upon. 

"Tet CAMPBELL said a lawyer, however learned he might be, could not 
very easily do it—but would an engineer have the same difliculty ? 

Mr. Lusn said his friend, with all the aid of engineers and surveyors, 
cannot explain what the principle is. 

Lord CamrBE.t (to Mr. Ellis, Q.C.): As amicus curic, if you can suggest 
pA a other principle upon which we can rely, we shall really be much 
obliged. 

Mr. Ettis: It is not quite as Mr. Lush says. After the decision of the 
court in the West Derby case, the matter went to sessions as to the quantum, 
and it was referred to me. Counsel appeared before me, and engineers and 
builders were called. Leave was reserved to me to stute a special case; but 
on hearing counsel, and acting as a lawyer, I did not at first seem disposed to 
avail myself of it, and I thought it more respectful to suspend my judgment. 
I have a very strong opinion, but of course [ will not give to your lordships 
my view. 

Lord CAMPBELL: We cannot ask for your opinion, but if you can suggest 
any other principle perhaps you will detine it. 

Mr. Exuis: The principle upon which I proposed to take it in the West 
Derby case was this: I thought the question was, what would a person give 
for a lease of the land, with the pipes, knowing that be had a customer who 
would take it from him? I considered that he himself being a customer 
would rot affect the question. I proposed to take the profits, in the first 
place, in the gross sum, starting at Liverpool, and see how much a person 
renting them would have to give for the use of the land and for the pipes— 
not to take the land for the purpose of laying them down, but finding pipes 
already laid down in it. 

Mr. Pasuuey, Q.C., said he had professional knowledge of the fact that 
great expectations were entertained as to the judgment of the court in the 
case now before them. There were a large number of appeals pending in 
Middlesex, and it was agreed that they should not be brought on until the 
decision of the court was known, as it was believed that it would enable them 














to act upon what they considered was the principle of the Mile-End Old 
Town case. . 

Lord CAMPBELL: Can you suggest any principle? 

Mr. Pasuiey: I am not prepared to do that, my lord. 

Mr. LusH said he apprehended that it could not be a correct principle to | 
put on an additional value by reason of the capacity of the land to be applied 
to the purposes of a water company. If so, it was utterly immaterial whether 
the land was used for the purpose or not. According to that principle, every 
piece of land in the neighbourhood which was capable of being applied to the 
purpose of a water company must have that additional value put upon it 
whether so used or not. Supposing a water company had laid down pipes in 
a parish which they had not used, according to this principle that piece of 
land would be of as much value as another which was in actual use, and from | 
which they were deriving all their profits. If confined to capacity, then ! 
every piece of land in the neighbourhood’ through which the company might | 
have laid pipes must be assessed at the same value at which the piece actually | 
in use was assessed. Surely that could not be right. There must be some- | 
thing more definite than that; and he apprehended the question was not | 
what a water company would give to the owner of a field for permission to, 
lay down their pipes, but the value of the occupation to the company. What), 
would a tenant give—a tenant intending to occupy it for the purpose for | 
which they occupy it, and knowing that he has a customer in a neighbouring | 
parish who would take all the water that his main could bring, and that the | | 
customer must have the main for the purpose of obtaining the supply ? | 
That, as he apprehended, was the principle—what is the value to them, the 
pipes being there and actually earning a profit? With reference to this par- | 
ticular question, he believed there was no distinction like that suggested by 
the words “direct” and ‘‘indirect’’ profit; nor was this case to be compared | | 
to a railway, for here every inch of the main brought the water, which water 
was ultimately supplied, and for which the company were paid. There were 
cases in which the mileage and the parochial principle were one, and this || 
was one of those cases, as every drop of water for which the company got 
paid came through this main, and traversed the whole line. Then the ques- | | 
tion came back to this:—Here are engines at the source of supply, and mains 
that sent the water into neighbouring parishes—what would a tenant give 
for that, knowing that he has a customer for the water, and that that cus- 
tomer cannot do without it? 

Lord CaMpneE.i: That is assuming he has no other land that will do. 

Mr. Lusx: I apprehend that that is not the question which comes up here. 

Lord CAMPBELL: Without it is a sine gud non ; then it is ievubentio. | 

Mr. LusH: At present they have no other means. I apprehend the ques- | | 
tion is—What does it produce them? With the things as they are, what || 
would a tenant pay for it? 

Lord CAMPBELL: If you cannot get water except by this pipe, then it is 1] 
ten times the value of the land. 1} 

Justice WiGHTMAN: Or if they could not get it except at an enormous || 








| 
expense—that might enhance the value of it. | 
Mr. Lusx: According to the contention on the other side, we may suppose 
a case in which a water company would pay no rate at all for the land, or 
merely on its agricultural value. | 
Lord CAMPBELL: I do not know that there would be necessarily any in- | 
justice in that. | 
Mr. Lusu wished to point out the absurdity. Supposing the main which | 
carried the water ran along the very verge of the parish, and the pipes which 
carried the water into the houses belonged to the tenants, and supposing the 
water was conveyed over the boundary line by the main, the company would 
receive profits in the parish in which the tenant had the pipe and the com- | 
pany no main, and yet they would pay no rate in the parish where the main | | 
was, because that would be said to be an indirect source of profit, and there-| | 
fore the company not rateable at all. | 
| 
} 





Justice Erte: Not rateable at all? 

Mr. Lusu meant not for any profits. Here they would receive the whole 
of their profits in parish A, but, because their main was not in that parish, || 
they would not be rateable. | 

Justice Erte: You mean, because the service-pipe was not their property. | 
The rate is to be paid upon the junction of the leaden pipe with the iron |} 
main. A water-works company is rateable where the profit is produced— | 
where they deliver the water. If the lead pipes are not their pipes, the || 
janction of the iron with the lead is their property. They deliver the water | | 
where the tenant takes it, whether in an iron pipe or a china cup. 

Mr. Lusu thought that this showed that the principle contended for was not! | 
the right one. Why should that particular parish have all the profits of the | | 
water, and the other none? How could it be said that that main did not as 
directly contribute to the profit earned as the junction where the service-pipe | | 

| 





was put in? 

Justice Erte: That is the difficulty. | 

Mr. Lusu apprehended it was the parochial principle and the mileage prin- | | 
ciple which here were as one; for this mod. age all the water which || 
contributed to the profit earned passed through this main as much as through | 
the main in the parish of Barnes. He would repeat the observation which | 
he made before, that in the Mile-End Old Town case this question was not 
before the court at all. | 

Lord CAMPRELL: It seems here to be referred to as a settlement. 

Mr. Lusu thought their lordships would see that it was not so. The court! | 
said: ‘* The parishes have agreed;’’ but they did not ask the court to say | 
whether they were right. The point now before the court—viz., what is the | | 
additional value to be put upon the main in a parish which does not receive | | 
a profit from it—was not before them on that occasion. Then, going back to | 
The Queen v. the Cambridge Gaslight Company, he relied upon the whole’! 
judgment there given, in which the court said: ** You are to be assessed upon | 
the improved value of the land, by reason of your pipes being there,’’ end | 
which, he submitted, meant ‘‘ contributing to the profit you get in another | 
parish.”” Then the court said, ‘* We can see no other way of apportioning | 
the rate between the parishes than according to the quantity of apparatus in | 
each ; whether that is to be according to superficial or cubical space is not a! 
question here; it can be ascertained, but, inasmuch as each portion contri- 
butes to the earning of profits, each parish shall have its proportion accord- 
ing to the quantity in each.’’ He believed the whole case was now before the 
court. 

Lord CAMPBELL inquired whether there were any other words in which 
the learned counsel could express the principle for which he contended. 

Mr. Lusu said he could suggest no others than these :—“‘ The quantity of 
apparatus in the parish conducing to profit was to be the test of the rate.” 
Of course he did not go into a consideration as to what was to be deducted in 
order to ascertain the annual value of the whole, but apprehended that that 
being ascertained, it was to be divided between the parishes in the ratio of 
the mains and pipes in each. He used the language of the court—“ quantity 
of apparatus in the parish.” 

J _ Erte: Do not they say ‘quantity of mains’’ in the Cambridge 
case 
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Mr. Lusu: No, “ quantity of apparatus;” and if the court meant 
cubical quantity, I mean that; and if they meant superficial, I mean that. 

Mr. Bovi.i: That language was used after they had taken away this dead 
stock—£150. 

Lord CAMPBELL: The court will take time to consider the matter. I have 
no doubt of the rateability of the company in respect of the main, but upon 
what principle it should be rated I have a doubt. We will try whether, ad- 
hering to the parochial principle, we can lay down any rule more definite 
than that which has already been laid down by us in the case of the Queen 
v. Mile-End Old Town. 


Fray, Fes. 25, 1859. 


mains, which are laid under the surface of the highways without any free- 
hold or leasehold interest in the soil thereof being vested in the company. 


company are in possession of the mains buried in the soil, and so are, de facto, 
in possession of that space in the soil which the mains fill for purposes bene- 
ficial to themselves. ‘Che decisions are uniform in holding gas companies 
to be rateable in respect of their mains, although the occupation of such 
mains may be, de facto, merely and without any legal or equitable estate in 
the land where the mains lie by force of some statute. To the second ques- 
tion, requiring the principle to be stated on which the company are to be 
rated in respect of their ‘* plant, engine-house, cottages, buildings, wharves, 
mains, land, and premises,’ we answer, in the words of the Mile-End Old 
Town case, that they are to be rated ‘as mere land and buildings, with their 
fixtures and machinery attached, and deriving some additional value from their 
capacity of being applied to such purposes as that of a water company; ” 
and we add, such additional value is derived from the increase of demand 





not by reference to the receipts earned in another parish, beyond assuming 
that they are sufficient to pay for all outgoings. If an apparatus occupied by 


more, But that amount has to be apporticned among the parishes in which 
it lies, and the question then arises, as in this case, what is the principle 
which regulates such apportionment? It is clear that each parish must rate 


in that parish, and must be rated according to the Parochiul Assessment Act 


tions. In practice, the tenant of the parochial portion of a canal, railway, 


difficult to be conceived. But in the hypothesis some necessary incidents are 
is to continue in joint co-operation, no one tenant of an essential part being 


manent, so that there is no risk of being compelled to move the fixed capital ; 
and third, that there is land in the required quantity, and capital to be in- 


ordinary in such relations. 
according to this hypothesis, then, although each parish rates separately upon 
its own estimate of the value of the part lying in it, as the law gives no 
power of making all the parishes co-operate in rating the several parts lying 
in each, nevertheless this court is bound to protect the occupier of such an 
|apparatus from being rated beyond the rateable value of the whole taken 
| together; and it is with reference to this protection that the court must 
| take into its consideration at once all the separate rates as so many claims 
|upon one common fund, and must apportion that fund, bearing in mind 
|that every addition to the rateable value assigned to one parish must be a 





upon an estimate of the rent which that part would yield after proper deduc- | s t 
| the local value in Amwell; for he says, ‘the water has a certain ascertained 


vested therein, and occupants ready to take and work the plant, yielding | 
profit, and tenants at rack rent; and that parts not yielding profit as con- | 
tractors for remuneration, provided any greater profit can be obtained than is | 


If a tenancy of each parochial part be assumed | 3 
i | source of the water not being rateable for all the profits of the supply, the 





Mr. Justice WicuTMan delivered judgment this morning. He said: In | 
this case the first question is, whether the company are rateable for their | 


We think they are. These mains are fixed capital, vested in land. The | 
| purchaser. In the next place, no definite meaning was, and, as it appears 


beyond supply, according to the principle regulating exchangeable value, and | 


one occupier, consisting of several parts, lies in one parish, the rate is on the | 
whole, and is received by that parish. If such an apparatus lies in several | 
parishes, the occupier is liable for the same amount of rateable value and no | 


the part that lies within it, as such part becomes a separate rateable subject | 


gas-works, water-works, or the like, has rarely, if ever, been known, but a | 
hypothetical tenant must be assumed, and the terms of sucha tenancy are not | 


able to stop his part; secondly, that the title to the required land is per--| 


| service-pipes, which belong to the consumer, as the rate must be on each 


| the article to the consumer, and that the instrument of delivery should be 


|subtraction from the rateable value which might be given to some other | 


| Parish. Supposing, then, the apparatus to be apportioned to several tenants 
| according to the parts in the several parishes, the tenants of the lands indi- 
rectly earning net profits in a parish would be rated by that parish for all 
the profits earned therein; this being the parochial principle of apportion- 
ment which has been unanimously upheld hitherto in respect of all canals, 
railways, water companies, gas companies, and bridges. But the tenants of the 
lands directly earning no profits would not be liable to be rated in respect of 
any rent in the ordinary sense, which is, profit remaining after all deductions 
have been taken from the receipts. 


are assumed to continue in operation, the company to whose interest such 
tion to a contractor for land and fixed capital vested therein, together with 


and these contractors with the company would stand in the relation of 
occupying tenants to the parish; the part within the parish would be the 
rateable subject, and the local rateable value would be such a sum as would 
pay the rent of the land and the profit on the fixed capital therein. It is 
said in the Mile End case that the parts indirectly conducing to produce 
profits are to be rated as mere land, &c., with some additional value from 
their capacity of being applied to such purposes as that of a water company. 


osed that the bank of the Thames and the under-ground of the highways in 

ampton were heretofore of no rateable value; but that when a wharf on the 
bank was required to raise water from the Thames, and when the under- 
ground of the highways was required for the laying mains, giving transit to 
such water, the owners of the soil of the bank and that of the highway could 
get some payment for allowing the use of their soil. Thus land which before 
produced nothing would produce something, and so have some rateable value, 
which would be an addition arising solely from its capacity for being used 
for a water company. Value is derived entirely from the relation of demand 
to supply, and if the water company comes into competition with a mere 
agriculturist for land for water-works, an addition is made to the value of 
such land by the additional competition. This principle might raise land 
worth nothing into being worth something, as above supposed; and land 
worth something into a higher value, in the case of a site for a steam-engine, 
with yard, and shed, and cottages attached; or a site for a reservoir or 
filtering-bed, and the like. Upon the common principles regulating value, it 
is enhanced in proportion to the scarcity of the thing in demand ; so that if 
a few levels only were suitable for the required transit, or a few sources 
of water alone were accessible, the price would be higher. In this sense 
the words cited above from the Mile-End Old Town case are applied to 
the mains in Hampton in their ordinary meaning, and in the meaning 
in which they are applied to stations, warehouses, yards, workshops, and 
other premises appertaining to railways and canals, rated on the principle of 





the labour and skill requisite for the effective continuance of such operation ;. 


| the source of profit. Such delivery is the one indispensable requisite for pur- 


also assumed to be involved—such as, first, that each part of the apparatus | tion of apportionment was again approached, but left undecided. There the 


| gives no rule for apportioning it. 
| principle of apportionment above mentioned was adopted. It has been said 


indirectly conducing to the direct earnings of the railways and canals. On 
this principle the company contended that the rateable value of the part of 
the apparatus in the parish of Hampton is to be ascertained, and we are 
of opinion that the company is right. The parish contended for a higher 
rateable value, and it remains to consider on what ground. Mr. Lush 
argued that every part of the apparatus was equally essential for the delivery 
of the water from Hampton to the consumers in other parishes, and that 
therefore the rate should be on the quantity of apparatus in Hampton. The 
answer is twofold :—In the first place, all the apparatus is not equally essen- 
tial. The subject of purchase by the consumer is water delivered at the re- 
quired place. It matters not to him whether the water has passed from 
the east or the west, or been raised on the spot from a well. Transit of 
water is not the subject of demand, as in the case of goods or passengers to 
be conveyed by railways and canals. But the water must be brought to the 
service-pipe of the consumer, the junction of such pipe with the main being 


chase, whereas the course of transit might be carried in manifold directions, 
according to convenience, without affecting the value of the water to the 





to us, could be given to “quantity of apparatus” for an upportionment of | 
rateable value. ‘‘ Quantity”? must be ascertained by some measure, lineal, | 
superficial, or solid; and if any of these measures was applied to steam- 
engines, reservoirs, tiltering-beds, cottages, mains, and the like, and the rate 
upon the sum total of the earnings appropriated accordingly, the sum total 
would be disposed of upon a principle not more rational than that of 
a lottery. The cases relating to the apportioning of rateable value on water | 
companies are worth considering. In the King v. New River Company, in | 
Maule and Sellwyn, the question was whether Amwell should rate Chadwell 
Mead at £5 or £300. The case stated that no profit arose in Amwell; that 
the land alone, without the spring, was of the value of £5; but if the advan- 
tages which the company derived from the use of the spring may by law be 
included in the rate upon the land, the land and the spring together are of 
the annual value of £300. The judgment is for a rate on £300. This case 
has been supposed to sanction the notion that the parish of Amwell was en- 
titled to rate land in Amwell by reference to profits made in Islington or 
elsewhere. Probably the parish officers and sessions may have included a 
reference to those profits in the amount, but the court entirely ignores any 
such reference, and takes the question to be, whether the rate is to be on two 
acres of mere land according to the value of land of that kind in Amwell, or 
with reference to its value in the occupation of the company, with the power 
of using it for their purposes, and the capital laid out upon it making it fit 
for those purposes. Lord Ellenborough confines his judgment expressly to 





local value at the fountain-head; and if that be so, it is rateable for that 
value irrespective of profits, which may or may not be derived elsewhere by 
distribution through pipes.’? In Rex v. the Mayor of Bath (14 East) the ques- 


corporation had collected springs in the parish of Lyncombe and Widcomb 
into reservoirs, and distributed the water there and in Bath, making 
£40 of profit by the sale of water in the parishes, and £550 in Bath. The 
parishes rated for £600 claiming the whole profit, because all the water 
was derived from the fountain-head ; but the rate was quashed, ‘‘ because a 
large portion of the apparatus and the soil in which the pipes are laid, pro- 
ducing eleven-twelfths of the water-rent, is situated at Bath; therefore 
Lyncombe and Widcomb are wrong in rating for the whole water-rent.” The 


court decides that the profit from the water ought to be apportioned, but 
In the Queen v. Mile End Old Town, the 


to be inaccurate in laying the rate for the direct source of profit on the 


property in the occupation of the party rated. The principle of the judg- 
ment is that the direct source of profit from water or gas is the delivery of | 


rated for the net profits; and if the service-pipe belongs to the consumer, 




















the junction of the service-pipe with the main is in the occupation of the 
company, and is rateable. Our judgment here is founded upon that case, 
and we have thus endeavoured to apply the principle there laid down to the | 
rating of the premises here in question. I may here observe, speaking for | 


| myself alone, that from this judgment, in which Lord Campbell and my | 


But as these parts of the apparatus | 
directly earning nothing, but indirectly conducing to such earnings elsewhere, | 


continued operation is essential must be assumed to pay adequate remunera- | 


| mains only belong to the company, and not the service-pipes. 


The meaning of those words would be exemplified in this case if it be sup- | 


brothers Erle and Hill concur, 1 do not dissent, as it is founded upon the | 
principle laid down in the case of the Queen v. Mile End Old Town, 
which is a leading case, as well as one of the latest cases upon the, 
question before us, and it is most desirable to preseve uniformity of | 
decision if possible. There appears to me, however, so much difficulty in | 
satisfactorily applying the parochial principle of rating by estimating the | 
rent which a tenant will give for the subject matter in such a case as the 
present, as practically toamount, nearly, if not entirely, to an impossibility 
of doing so satisfactorily. I may also add, that I am not quite satisfied that | 
the distinction that has been taken between direct and indirect sources of | 
profit as applied to the mains and pipes of a water company running through | 
different parishes is well founded, and more especially in cases where the | 

Inéeed, the | 
whole subject matter appears to me involved in so much difficulty and un- | 
certainty, that I cannot but hope the Legislature will interfere, and make 
some provision adapted to the rating of the property of such companies as 
that in question, which may declare the principle upon which such com- | 
panies are to be rated, and establish some uniform und practical mode of | 
carrying that principle into effect. 


As the above judgment must be read in connexion with that delivered 

by Lord Denman in the Mile End case, we add the text of the latter. 
Mite Enp JupGMENT. 

In this case the rateable subject being the apparatus for the supply of 
water, situate in twenty-one parochial districts, and the rateable value (that 
is, £30,000) being the residue of the gross receipts, after making all the 
deductions to which the company are entitled, have been correctly ascer- 
tained by the award. The principle for dividing that sum among those 
districts is the matter to be decided. The company contend that the 
division should be according to the amount of fixed capital in each district; 
but the rule of law laid down by Act of Parliament for ascertaining the | 
rateable value of any subject refers to an estimate of the rent it should yield. 
The outlay of capital might furnish no such criterion, since it may have 
been injudiciously expended; and what was costly may have become worth- 
less by subsequent changes. As our opinion is against the company, upon 
the objection relied on in argument on their behalf, it follows that the rate 
must be affirmed. But as the award suggests different methods of appor- 
tioning the rateable value, and so arriving at the same rate, it would be con- 
venient if we also stated our views of those methods for applying the above 
rule of law to such rateable subjects as the present. 
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The first step in apportioning has been in effect to divide the whole appa- 
ratus constituting the rateable subject into two portions, of which one is 
directly productive of rateable value, being the service-pipes which deliver 
the water to the consumer; the other indirectly conducting to such pro- 
ductions being the rest of the works bringing the water to the service-pipes. 
The second portion has been first rated in the ordinary way, by valuing 
the land with the buildings and fixtures upon it, and the amount of rate so 
ascertained has been deducted from the sum of the rateable value, and dis- 
tributed to the districts in which the parts of this portion are situate. An 
analogous course appears to have been adopted for railways in Regina v. 
the London and South-Western Railway Company, 1Q. B.R., 558, and Regina 
v. the Grand Junction Railway Company, 4 Q. B.R., 18; and for gas companies 
in Regina v. the Cambridge Gaslight Company, 8 A and E.,73. Also the 
spring, which indirectly conduced to the ultimate profit by water-rate, was 
held rateable in the parish where it was situate, in Rex v. the New River 
Company, 1 M. and S., 503, the quantum of such rate being left for the 
sessions. As this course was acquiesced in by both parties in the latest 
three cases, we may presume that it can be applied without practical diffi- 
culty, and we see no objection to it. 

The remaining step has been to apportion the residue of the rateable value 
among the districts in which the directly productive portion of the works 
is situate, in the ratio either of the net profits or of the gross receipts, or of 
the quantity of the mains and pipes, and of the land occupied by them in 
each district. Each ratio in the present case gives the sameresult. If they 
differed it would be necessary to select between them, and that ratio should 
be preferred which would best show the rent to be expected if the part of 
the works situate in the districts were let separately. It is clear that the 
net profits in each parish would be the best criterion of such rent, and they 
would, therefore, give the proper ratio. It is also clear that the ratio of the 
gross receipts or earnings in the several districts to each other will be the 
same as the ratio of the net profits in those districts to each other, in all 
cases where the total of expense is taken to be common to the whole appa- 
ratus, and is deducted from the total of receipts in the progress of ascertain- 
ing a rateable value. For in such case the net profits in each district would 
be ascertained by distributing the expense among the several districts; and 
it would be distributed in the ratio of the gross receipts in each; the ratios 
of the remainders to each would be the same as the ratio of the gross 
receipts. As any attempt to ascertain the net profits in each district in 
any other way would lead to minute and inconvenient inquiries in practice, 
the ratio of the gross receipts should be adopted as being an index of the 
net profits, when the rateable value is ascertained in the way stated in the 
case. We think that an apportionment in this sense, according to the gross 
receipts, is in accordance with the decisions which have apportioned the 
sum of rateable value from a railway or canal, according to the length of 
line in each parish. Rex v. Kingswinford, Rex v. Woking. When the 
profit arises frém transit, the line of the canal or railway is directly pro- 
ductive of profit, and the reservoirs, warehouses, stations, &c., indirectly 
conduce to such production. Each portion of the line earns an aliquot 
portion of the profit; and if equal portions of one line, carrying at one rate, 
could be conceived to be let separately, no one portion would be let at a 
higher rate than another, and an apportionment of a sum of rateable value 
according to the length of line in each parish is according to the rent to be 
expected for that part of the line. In the case of water companies, when 
the profit arises from the delivery of the water at a given place, the previous 
transit being immaterial to the consumer, the service-pipes immediately 

roduce the profit, and the agency by which the water reaches those pipes 
indirectly conduces to such production. If the service-pipes in each parish 
could be let separately, the water being assumed to be sold at the same 
price throughout, the criterion of the rent would be found in the gross 
receipts, which would depend on the number and diameter and level of the 
service-pipes in each parish; and an apportionment according to the gross 
receipts in each district would be according to the rent to be expected from 
the part of the rateable subject situate in such districts. This apportionment 
is not at variance with the grounds of the judgment in Regina v. the Cam- 
bridge Gaslight Company. There the court decided that the parishes in which 
the profits are received are not entitled to all the amount produced by the 
rate, but that the parishes in which parts of the apparatus indirectly con- 
ducing to produce profits are situate are entitled to a proportion. The 
court also declared that the principle upon which the sum of rateable value 
from the rates of all the parishes should be apportioned is the same as that 
which has been applied to canals. But the method adopted in this case, the 
rateability of the portion of the apparatus indirectly conducing to produce 
profitis provided for, and the residue of the sum of rateable value is appor- 
tioned to those parts of the apparatus directly producing profit, in analogy 
to the mileage proportion for canals and railways. We have thus en- 
deavoured to show that the rule for ascertaining the value for separate 
rating ought to be applied, as far as practicable, to apportioning among 
separate districts a sum of rateable value arising partly in each. 


Miscellaneous Pews. 


PHENIX GASLIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 

The Adjourned Half-Yearly Meeting of the Proprietors was held on 
Wednesday, the 16th ult., at the Bridge House Hotel, Southwark—J. E. 
Jounson, Esq., in the chair. 

The Secretary (Mr. Pridden) read the advertisement convening the 
meeting, also the minutes of the last half-yearly meeting, and the pro 
Jorma meeting of January last (pursuant to Act of Incorporation), from 
which this was an adjournment. 

The report of the directors and statement of accounts (a copy of which 
appeared in the last number of this JourNAL) having been previously sent 
to the shareholders, were taken as read. 

The CuHairMAN said: Gentlemen, I will now move, if you please, the 
first proposition usually made on these occasions, which is one that admits 
of considerable latitude with regard to discussion—viz., “ That the accounts 
be received and entered upon the minutes.” In doing so,I shall only 
comment briefly on one or two facts which have a peculiar reference to the 
accounts themselves, and to our position as a company this half year. Many 
of you will probably be surprised at the great brevity of our report. I 
cannot help feeling that, under some circumstances, brevity is exceedingly 
advantageous. On the present occasion we could only have lengthened 
our report by repeating expressions which have almost become stereotyped 
—viz., that we have been engaged during the past half year in laying down 
a number of new mains in various parts of our district, and in doing other 
works which we have seen to be necessary to enable us to carry on with 
increased efficiency the business of the company. We have been completing 
our gasholders; and I am happy to be able to say that the last one at 








Greenwich has been at work during the winter, that it has answered very 





satisfactorily, and has largely contributed to the increase in our revenue. 
The large coal-store has been also completed, and is now in use, and a 
great number of other matters, which gentlemen conversant with gas pro- 
rty know are continually demanding the attention of a board of directors, 
ave been carried out. We might have referred to all these things in 
our report, but we felt it was not necessary, and that all we need | 
do was to assure you, as we have much pleasure in doing, “that the 
works are in a satisfactory state.” We are convinced that if those pro- 
prietors who take an interest in such matters will do us the favour 
personally to inspect the works, and not be content with our report upon 
the subject, they will with us be entirely satisfied as to their present effi- 
ciency. This is a species of inspection of our affairs which we invite, and | 
upon which any suggestions or recommendations that can be made to us| 
shall have our best and most careful consideration. I would, in the next 
place, just call your attention for a moment to the figures of the accounts; 
and, first, as to the rental. It will be perceived that our rental upon this | 
occasion is £59,036, as compared with £57,764 last half year; and I have | 
the pleasure to tell you that this increase has arisen almost entirely in con- | 
sequence of the extension of works effected at Greenwich. Formerly the | 
waste and loss there, in consequence of the imperfect state of the works, | 
was very great; and once or twice, on similar occasions to the present, it has 
been my unpleasant duty to remind you of the very unsatisfactory condition | 
of that station of the company. I am happy now to be able to state that the | 
evils to which I have alluded are entirely removed. A vast number of new 
mains have been laid, a new gasholder has been erected, as well as a new 
hydraulic main, and the effect has been all that we could desire and wish 
for. The waste at Greenwich is not now any larger than it is in other parts 
of our district. The result of this improved state of things is, that there is’ 
an increase in our gas rental of £1272, and in our coke account of| 
£1546. All the other items in the account remain as nearly as pos- 
sible the same as last half year—so nearly so indeed, that it would 
be a waste of time to advert to them at any length. With regard to | 
the coke, it may be a matter of surprise to some of you that the in- | 
crease has been so great. It happens that the sale of that article is} 
much more readily effected at Greenwich than it is in London, and that | 
there is an advantage of 6d. per chaldron in the price which we obtain | 
there. The two sums together which I have adverted to have caused the 
improvement in our trade account, and enable us to recommend the appro- 
priation of profits which appears in our report. We have not ventured to 
say that this is a dividend which we can continue permanently, we regard 
it as a somewhat extraordinary circumstance, and, while we hope it may | 
be repeated, we have thought it better to give it in the form of a bonus, 
rather than do anything to lead you to believe that in our opinion the| 
amount we now recommend you to divide will be permanently maintained. | 
Something was said on the last occasion of our meeting here with regard to 
our having sadly too much money—that we were too rich—that we were 
rolling in cash, and, in fact, had quite a plethora of wealth. It was inti- 
mated, too, that it was not desirable we should continue to possess it, and 
that we ought to distribute it in some form or other to the proprietors. 
Our reply was that it was in appearance only, and was the result of our 
presenting accounts at a period in which we had been receiving the rental 
of a winter quarter, which of course is the heaviest portion of our rental, 
and had set against it the expenditure of a summer quarter. During the 
period from March to Midsummer we receive the revenue accruing between 
Christmas and March, and during the same period we are incurring the 
lighter expenditure of a summer quarter; and, as we told you before, 
that makes up for the apparent surplus of money which the accounts 
show. You will now see, the position of things being reversed, that 
there is no surplus. There were at Christmas last unpaid dividends 
amounting to £335; unpaid tradesmen’s bills, £8296; there is the divi-| 
dend which we have a right to take as due at that moment of £19,225, | 
and a sum of money for the current expenses of the quarter. To 
meet these we have £45,328 due to us on various accounts—£21,886 in 
stores, coals, &c., and a balance of £17,483 in the hands of the treasurer, | 
and at interest. Putting these items on the opposite side of the account, | 
they balance it with the exception of leaving only a few hundred pounds | 
in the hands of the bankers. We do not, therefore, hesitate to say, that this | 
is required to pay your dividend; and that for a few days—and a few | 
days only—we shail be crippled in our finances, a difficulty, however, which | 
will be easily surmounted. Another matter to which I wish to advert is | 
this—a publication has appeared, or rather a printed document has been | 
circulated privately, in which the gas companies of the metropolis are de- | 
scribed as most desperately robbing the public in the supply of gas to the | 
public lamps. I confess that I heard the report with feelings of considerable | 
alarm. I had taken some pains to ascertain the consumption of our public 
lamps, and I knew that we had entered into contracts universally with the | 
people with whom we were dealing to give them 5 feet per hour. Taking! 
12 hours per night—and during foggy weather it is more—this gives an| 
annual consumption of 22,000 feet, and it was my firm belief that that was 
the supply we were giving. But it is reported that we are only giving some 
16,000 or 18,000 feet ; and, having taken the contracts for 22,000 feet, are there- | 
fore largely robbing the public. When we heard this, we naturally inquired 
how the examination upon which such a statement was made had been 
taken. And the first thing that struck us as unfair in the matter was that 
the examination took place on the 18th of June, pretty nearly the longest day, 
and that it commenced at 9 o’clock in the evening—the period when the | 
pressure was shut off, most of the shops being closed. It could hardly be | 
right to take the company’s pressure at Midsummer, when there was | 
searcely any night at all, unless a similar experiment was made at Christ- | 
mas, and the results of the two being combined, an average struck. I have | 
no hesitation in saying, that ifthat had been done, a very different result | 
would have been attained. It is very satisfactory, however, to tell you 
that, in the dark catalogues of crimes which are imputed to the gas com- 
panies of London, the Phoenix is not worse than any of the rest. In fact, 
it is admitted that in the parish of Battersea we are actually robbing our 
own proprietors by giving 25,000 feet for every street lamp, which is largely 
in excess of the quantity which we are bound to supply under our con- 
tract. So strongly have we and some of our colleagues felt on this subject, 
that we have thought it right to meet the charges brought against us by in- 
stituting certain investigations which will bear the strictest criticism, and 
we have united for the purpose of engaging two men of the highest standing 
in their profession as engineers—Mr. May and Mr. Burnell—two men of 
public fame and estimation, whose characters stand quite unimpeached, 
and who, I believe, could not be induced by any gas company to make a 
false return. We have asked those gentlemen, at their own time, in their 
own way, and in any manner they choose, to investigate the lamps in our 
several districts. Their report we shall lay before the committee of the 
House of Commons, if it is again appointed, as it is most likely to be—for I 
have received intimation that the committee which sat last year is to be nomi- 
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nated, and will commenceits sittings, almost immediately. We do not shrink 
from any amount ofinvestigation. We are most anxious that our consumers 
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shall have full value for their money; but if they wish to press us down to 
very ruinously low prices, it must end in their having an article of inferior 
quality to that with which we now supply them. Our returns for a very 
long time back have shown that the quality of the gas we supply is equal 
to fifteen candles, instead of the parliamentary standard of twelve; to which 
standard, however, we must reduce it if the consumers insist upon a large 
reduction in the price. It is quite impossible for a body of proprietors deal- 
ing with a capital of £468,000 to give away all the profits of their business 


this, a reasonable profit must be allowed; and I think that, as the number 
of reasonable men largely predominate in this country, we need have no 
fear as to the issue of all these inquiries. In conclusion, I would only say 
that I am happy to be able to congratulate you upon the improved condi- 
tion of your aflairs—a state of things which I hope will long continue. I 
shall be ready to answer y 4 inquiry you may desire to put to me, and will 
now simply move “ That the accounts be received and entered upon the 
minutes.” 

Mr. Ruopes seconded the motion. He said: I have had great pleasure 
in inspecting the works during the “see half year, and I can certainly 
bear testimony to the correctness of the report as to the efficiency of those 
works in every sense of the word. In reference to what the chairman has 
| said as to the fault which is being found out of doors with the companies, I 
| believe that the complaint principally arises in the West-End of London, 
and has had its origin in the fact that one company which used to light a 
certain district with gas made from Newcastle coal, have withdrawn from 
that district, and their place has been supplied by a company using cannel 
coal, The consumers now complain that they have not so brilliant a light 
as they formerly had, that they suffer from the gas smoking their ceilings, 
and that, in addition to being thus punished, they are charged a larger sum 
per 1000 cubic feet. This has caused a very unpleasant feeling in the lo- 
cality, and the inhabitants would gladly go back to the old company. I 
have attended some of the meetings which they have held upon the subject 
that I might satisfy myself as to the grounds of complaint. I find that the 
| opposition parties have hardly a leg to stand upon when they go to Parlia- 
|ment, and I hope the directors of the various companies will be prepared to 
{meet them when the matter is brought forward again in the House, and 
show that the cousumers have not much to fear from what they call the 
establishment of a monopoly. Complaints have also arisen in one district 
where, though they have the same kind of gas as before, an advanced price 
is charged for the public lights, which were before extremely low. This 
has caused a feeling to spread throughout London that all the companies 
were adopting the same course as to the public lamps. While upon my feet, 
I would just ask a question. There is an item in the account, “ Reserve for 
depreciation on plant and leasehold property, £4233.” This makes a total 
of some £8400 or £8500 a year, and it seems rather a serious matter. 

The Cuairman: If my friend will look to the opposite account, he will 
find that, though we deduct £4233 as reserve for depreciation this half 
year in the balance-sheet, we have actually expended £5412 in extension of 
works during the same period. If he looks at the last half year’s account 
he will find that though we took the same amount as on the present oc- 
casion, we expended on extensions no less than £8029. If we could do with 
a less expenditure we should be happy to alter this depreciation; but we 
cannot but feel that 2 per cent. per annum—which is all we take—in a 
concern like this is not an unreasonable amount. So long as we are abso- 
lutely spending it, and are making no fund, but rather exhausting it, and 
that the outlay in this direction produces so favourable a result as it has 
done at Greenwich, I hope the proprietors will allow us to have that 
ay Me pe motion was then adopted. 

Mr. Gray: I avail myself of this opportunity of expressing my satisfac- 
tion at the very admirable manner in which the accounts of this company 
have been submitted, and the very lucid explanation we have had from our 
excellent chairman. I am quite glad to find that the directors have taken 
it upon themselves to have the charges which he referred to investigated; 
and [ fully concur with him in the remark that if 5 feet of gas per hour 
were contracted for, and only 3 feet supplied, it would be an audacious 
robbery for which the perpetrators should be severely punished. There 
can be no doubt that it was very unfair to any gas company, and I will 
always say it, to conduct an investigation without giving them the oppor- 
tunity of being present when the experiments were tried. It has always been 
matter of great regret to me when an engineer connected with one company 
takes upon himself to suggest anything by which another company is brought 
into discredit. It is not a fair thing at all; and in my opinion the companies 
and their engineers should go hand in hand with each other, and if either 
finds out anything which demands investigation, it is their bounden duty to 
give the party likely to be brought into disrepute by it an intimation of the 
fact that an opportunity for remedying it may be afforded. I know that 
great contumely has been cast upon gas companies, and my friend the 
chairman has very correctly said that the practice of trying experiments in 
one season of the year, and that the lightest, is not a fair criterion of the 
pressure with which the public lamps are supplied. The experiment ought 
to have been repeated at Christmas, and a balance struck between the two; 
for it cannot be denied that during the winter months, when the consump- 
tion is large, the pressure is very heavy, and the public lamps burn much 
more than 5 feet per hour. My friend has told us that a further 
investigation will take place this session in the House of Commons, and 
I am glad that such will be the case. I am quite sure that the more the con- 
duct of the metropolitan gas companies is inquired into by Parliament, the 
higher those companies will stand in public estimation. I see no reason 
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to their customers. All reasonable men will admit that, in a concern like | 





have a fair return on his investment, or why he should be subject to the re- q 


peated attacks which we have had to encounter, because I believe that no 
body of men conduct their business, upon the whole, in a more satisfactory 
manner than the gas companies of London. I will not trouble you with any 
further remarks, except to express my satisfaction with the position of the | | 
company, and my hope that on the next occasion of our meeting, if we do 
not have a larger dividend, we shall at all events have one as large. 

Mr. GusBes (deputy-chairman) moved a resolution declaring a dividend 
for the half year ending at Christmas last at the rate of 7 per cent. per 
annum, together with a bonus of 10s. per cent. on the capital of the com- 
pany, free of income-tax, payable immediately after the business of the 
meeting, and afterwards at the company’s offices at Bankside, on Thursday, 
the 17th inst., and also on Monday, the 21st inst., on both days from the 
hour of twelve till three, and from that time on Wednesdays only, from two 
till four o'clock. In proposing the resolution, he said: Our chairman, in his 
usnal manner, has so thoroughly ventilated the accounts and balance-sheet 
before you, that he has left me little to do and less to say, and as your time 
is precious, I shall not detain you with further remarks. 

fr. RuopEs seconded the motion. 

Mr. Joseru Box (one of the auditors) said: The accounts, as now stated, 
I believe to be quite correct; and I was much pleased at a short interview 
which I had with the directors just before entering this room, to find, on 
comparing our highly respected chairman’s statement of accounts and the 
one [ have in this book, that we agreed toa very small decimal indeed. He 
has adopted one mode of calculation, and I have taken another, but in the 
result we agree so nearly that there is not the hundredth part of a pound dif- 
ference between us. Such being the case, I cannot but accede to this reso- 
lution; and if it had been a sovereign bonus instead of a 10s. one, I should 
not have held up my hand against it. 

The resolution was at once adopted. 

The Cuatrman: I believe, gentlemen, the directors have now performed 
all the duties they are required to do under their charter, and, having ren- 
dered up their accounts to you, they are absolutely defunct. They place 
themselves entirely in your hands to be dealt with as 7 may see fit, and, 
as the last expression which the board that you elected in 1858 can make 
use of, I thank you, on their behalf and my own, most sincerely and cor- 
dially for the kind support you have always given us, 

The CuarrMAN having vacated the chair, Mr. Gray was called upon to 
preside pro tem. ’ 

The Secretary having read the section of the company's Act referring 
to the election of directors and their qualification for oflice, ; 

The retiring directors, Mr. E. Edwards, Mr. E. Horner, Mr. J. A. T. Smith, 
Mr. Robert Forrest. Mr. R. Fall, Mr Thomas Gibbes, Mr. H. Tudor, Mr. 
Apsley Pellatt, Mr. William Joshua Tilley, and Mr. John E. Johnson, were 
re-elected; and Mr. Johnson appointed chairman, and Mr. Gibbes deputy- 
chairman of the company for the ensuing year. . 

Mr. J. C. Bailey and Mr. Joseph Box were reappointed auditors. __ 

Mr. Gray: It now devolves upon me, having gone through this portion of 
the business of the day, to propose a vote of thanks to the directors, and in 
doing so, I am quite sure I shall meet with the entire concurrence of the 
proprietors present. It is impossible for any body of directors to conduct 
their affairs in a better and more satisfactory manner than they have done. 
I have, therefore, much pleasure in ay arse the thanks of this meeting to | 
the directors fur their attention to the interests of this company. 

Mr. Ruopes seconded the motion, which was unanimously and very cor- | 

} 





dially adopted. ’ 

Mr. GipseEs, in acknowledging the vote, said he was exceedingly sorry 
the chairman, who had been obliged to leave, was not present to return | 
thanks for the very complimentary manner in which the services of the | 
directors for the past year had been recognized. In his absence, he could | 
assure the proprietors that the future endeavours of the board would be as 
steadily directed to the advancement of the a interest as it had been 
in the past; and he sincerely hoped the result would be increased benefit to | 
the concern. No exertion would be wanting on their part to secure that | 
benefit so long as they enjoyed, as they now did, the confidence of the pro- | 
prietors at large. On behalf of his brother directors and for himself, he | 
thanked them for the vote which they had just adopted. 

The proceedings then terminated. | 


RATCLIFF GAS COMPANY. 

The Ordinary Half-Yearly Meeting of this Company was held on Thurs- 
day, the 17th ult., at the London Tavern—J. G. Hammack, Esq., chairman | 
of the company, presiding. i ; 

The usual preliminaries having been complied with, . 

The Secretary (Mr. Gill) read the report, which stated that the direc- | 
tors experienced much satisfaction in meeting the proprietors, and submit- | 
ting a statement of the six months’ operations to Christmas last. The | 
accounts, which had been carefully examined by the board, and had un-| 
dergone the auditors’ revision, enabled the directors to recommend a divi- 
dend out of profits at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, and a bonus of 
2s. Gd. per share, free of income-tax, leaving a sum of £1943. 18s. 11d. to be 
carried to the former undivided balance. Several houses abutting on the 
company’s freehold ground having been offered for sale, the directors had 
deemed it prudent after much negotiation to purchase them, by which 
means they had been enabled greatly to extend their coal store. The two 
retiring directors, J. G. Hammack, Esq., and J. Sander, Esq., who retired by 
rotation, offered themselves for re-election. J. Poulter, Esq., the auditor, 
also retiring by rotation, submitted himself for re-election. 

The following profit and loss account was then read:— 
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Mr. Taytor moved the etee of the report, and the motion having 
been seconded, it passed wu: ously. 

Mr. Poutrer moved the payment of a dividend at the rate recommended 
in the report. : 

Mr. Pappon seconded the resolution, and it passed nem. dis. 

The chairman then vacated the chair, which was taken pro tem. by 
R. Chalmers, Esq. 

Mr. CHALMERS moved the re-election of Mr. Hammack and Mr. Sander, 
and paid a compliment to those gentlemen for the untiring zeal which they 
manifested in conducting the affairs of the company. 

The motion having been seconded by Mr. Pappon, was carried unani- 
mously. 

+ in acknowledging the vote, facetiously remarked upon 
the presence of ladies at such meetings as a somewhat novel feature; but 
he was glad to see them come to look after the directors. (“ Hear, hear,” 
and a laugh.) However inadequate he might be to convey to the pro- 
prietors his grateful acknowledgments for the renewed compliment which 
they had paid him, by placing him once more in the position of chairman 
of the company, he could say with unfeigned truth that nothing could be 
more gratifying to himself and his colleagues than the pleasure of meeting 
the shareholders at their half-yearly meetings to render an account of their 
stewardship. They might judge, then, how much that pleasure was en- 
hanced when, at each half-yearly assembling, they presented accounts in- 
creasingly favourable. If there was one thing more than another upon 
which they prided themselves, it was that they had concealed from the 
shareholders the real state and condition of the company’s affairs. During 
the past half year the directors had laid out a considerable sum in the ex- 
tension of the company’s works; and they had also purchased some houses 
immediately adjoining the company’s property, which would prove a great 
acquisition. He was quite sure he was speaking the truth when he said 
they were in a much better position‘than he had ever anticipated. He had, 
however, thought that the time had arrived when they would have to ex- 

nd no more money in the enlargement of their works; but he found, 

aving made a larger gasometer, that they wanted more retort room, 
because they could not make gas enough to supply their customers. (Hear, 
hear.) He need not remind the proprietors that no outlay could pay better. 
They endeavoured to manufacture gas of the best quality at the cheapest 
possible rate; and to show the attention which they paid to their consumers, 
the secretary would correct him if he was wrong when he stated that they 
had not a solitary complaint upon their books. (Applause.) He hoped the 
proprietors would continue their confidence in the management; and if they 
did so, he believed they would be satisfied with the result. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. SANDER also acknowledged the vote for his re-election. 

Mr. Poutrer was then unanimously re-elected auditor. 

Mr. Ottver Jounson moved, and an honourable Proprietor seconded, 
“That the warmest thanks of this meeting and the proprietors at large are 
hereby tendered to the directors for the able management, zeal, and ability 
uniformly displayed by them in the conduct of the company’s affairs, and to 
J. G. Hammack, Esq., for his courtesy in the chair.” 

The CHarrmAN returned thanks on behalf of himself and his colleagues, 
and observed upon the liberal spirit in which they were always met by Mr. 
Lambert, their coal contractor, who carried out the rigid contracts into 
which they entered in a most honourable manner. He could assure them 
that the leading feature of all the company’s operations was a due regard to 
the interest of the consumers. (Hear, hear.) 

A vote of thanks, moved by Mr. Naturr, was passed to Mr. Gill, the 
secretary, which was appropriately acknowledged. 

A similar compliment was paid to the auditors, which was acknowledged 
by Mr. TAyior; and the proceedings were brought to a close by a vote of 
thanks to Mr. Chalmers for his courtesy upon the occasion. 





WOLVERHAMPTON GAS COMPANY. 

The Fourteenth Half-Yearly Meeting of Proprietors in this Company 
was held on Tuesday, the 22nd inst., at the Works, Horseley Fields—Mr. 
JoserpH WALKER in the chair. There were also present Mr. W. Savage, Mr. 
Manby, Mr. Joseph Cooper, Mr. B. Savage, Mr. Shipton, Mr. T. Wood, Mr. 
C. J. Elwell, Mr. Thrustan, Mr. Ready, Mr. G. L. Underhill, Mr. John 
Underhill, Mr. G. Cox, and Mr. Blackburn, of Walsall. 

Mr. Proup, the company’s engineer, read the report of the directors, 
which stated that the income for the half year ending Dec 31 last, was 
£12,143. 14s. 5d., and the expenditure, £8146. 9s. 7d. The balance, 
£3996. 14s. 10d., being the profits of the half year, enabled the directors to 
recommend the declaration of the usual dividend of 10 per cent. per 
annum, amounting to £3558. 8s., payable on and after the 2nd of March, 
the residue £338. 6s, 10d. to be passed to the reserve-fund. In the ensuing 
season the condensing power at the Stafford Road works would require 
extension to meet the increased manufacture, and it was also in contempla- 
tion to erect duplicate steam-boilers at each of thecompany’s stations. The 
directors gave their careful attention to the closest economy in the several 
departments of the concern, with a view to enable them to announce, at the 
earliest possible moment, a reduction in the price of gas, and they were 
happy in being able to state that from and after the 31st of March a reduc- 
tion of 3d. per 1000 cubic feet would be made to all private consumers. 
Since the last half-yearly meeting the directors had had to lament the 
death of their esteemed colleague, Mr. Thomas Wade, who had acted as a 
director for twenty-five years, and had invariably discharged his duty with 
zeal, attention, and ability. Mr. Charles J. Elwell, merchant of this town, 
had been elected to fill the vacancy thus created in the directory. Three 
of the directors retired by rotation—viz., Mr. Benjamin Savage, Mr. G. Cox, 
and Mr. J. Cooper, but all were elibible for re-election. The directors, in 
conclusion, assured the proprietors they would continue to devote them- 
selves to the interests of the company. 

In moving the adoption of the report and statement of accounts, the 
CnarrMan said he considered the document of a very satisfactory charac- 
ter, especially when he remembered that the past year had been one of 
much difficulty—a year in which many of the larger consumers of the com- 
= had exercised considerable economy in the use of gas. 

Mr. Surpron seconded the motion, and the report and the balance-sheet 
were unanimously adopted. 

On the proposition of the CHarrMAN, seconded by Mr. W. SavaGeg, a 
dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum was declared. 

Mr. G. L. UNDERHILL proposed the re-election of the directors, remarking 
that the report was a suflicient ground for their re-appointment; and, in 
addition, for passing a vote of thanks to them for their services. 

Mr. TurustTAN seconded the motion, which was carried. 

On the proposition of Mr. W. SAVAGE, seconded by Mr. G. L. UNDERHILL, 
Mr. Wright, of Birmingham, was re-appointed auditor of the company. 

Mr. Reavy, remarking upon the efficient manner in which the directors 


had performed their duties, proposed a vote of thanks to the chairman and | beneficial to the city. 





his colleagues for their services—a motion which was seconded by Mr. 
BLACKBURN, who endorsed Mr. Ready’s remarks, and adopted. 

The CuairMAy, in reply, said the directors worked cordially together, 
and their only object was to promote the interests of the proprietors. They 
observed from time to time the strictest economy, believing that in so doin 
they were putting themselves in a position to reduce the price of gas, an 
thus do justice to the public, and effectually promoting the interests of the | 
shareholders. They would continue to pursue the same course, and they | 
had no doubt that both with regard to the quality and price of the gas the 
were giving general satisfaction to the town. The chairman added, that it 
was due to the officers of the company to say that the directors were well 
satisfied with the attention they paid to their duties. 

The meeting then separated. | 


MEETING OF GAS CONSUMERS AT SYDENHAM. 

A numerously attended meeting of the gas consumers of the district of 
Sydenham was held on Tuesday night, at the British School Rooms, Lower 
Sydenham, for the purpose of hearing some “ startling facts” in connexion 
Pam a circular which had been issued by the Crystal Palace District Gas 

ompany. 

Mr. Goones J. COCKERELL was Called to the chair. 

Mr. Epwarp Hunt having detailed several cases in which the consumers 
had been charged from a quarter to one-third more in amount for the last 
quarter over that of the corresponding quarter of last year, although less 
gas had been burnt, said that funds had been provided, a small committee 
had been formed, and a correspondence entered into with the company. 
Mr. Hunt read the correspondence, which set forth the dissatisfaction of the 
gas consumers. 1. At the quantity of gas supplied, though less gas had 
been consumed than formerly; the opinion being that extra pressure from 
the works had caused the meters to register, although the gas was not con- 
sumed. 2. At the impure state of the gas, which had been tested by several 
chemists, who asserted that the gas supplied by the company was the foulest 
of any in and near London. 3. At the high price charged, which was only 
to remain for a limited period, until the establishment of the company, 
which being now fully established, the consumers considered they were 
paying at least 1s. per 1000 higher than they ought. A deputation was 
then proposed to amicably settle the matter with the board, or the following 
resolutions would be carried out:—1l. Refusal to pay the past quarter’s 
charges. 2. To summon a public meeting of all the inhabitants of the 
district supplied. 3. To forma new company to he called “The Crystal 
Palace District Consumers’ Gas Company,” and at once to erect works on a 
freehold site which had been secured. An answer to the above from the 
company was received as follows:—“ 1. The quantity of gas is registered by 
the meter, and the pressure at the meter is placed entirely under the control 
of the consumer by means of a main tap, which the company in all cases pro- 
vides for that purpose. The company has, at much expense, increased the 
size of their mains during the past winter, with the view of giving a better sup- 
ply and better regulated pressure throughout the district, the pressure having 
been found insufficient by some of the consumers during the preceding 
winter. 2. The bad smell of the gas, which lasted only two or three days, | 
was attributable to an accident over which the company had no control, | 
and which is not likely to occur again. The district medical officer of 
health to the vestry of Lambeth, Dr. Odling, recently tested the gas manu- 
factured by this company, and reported it as pure in quality and above the | 
parliamentary standard. 3. With regard to the price of gas, the board have 
it at present under consideration to make a reduction. What the amount! 
of that reduction will be must be determined by calculations now being | 
prepared for the guidance of the directors.” Other correspondence followed, | 
in which the rent of meters was objected to—the company charging in some | 
cases only 8s., while in others as much as 18s, was charged—the consumers 
requiring a more equitablearrangement. With respect to the circular issued | 
by the company, in which the directors gave notice that after the Ist of! 
January, 1859, the price of gas would be reduced to 5s. 6d. per 1000 cubic | 
feet, he (Mr. Hunt) said it was only a tub thrown out to the whale. He, 
said he would inform the meeting as to how the extra quantity of gas was} 
registered and not consumed. He had asked Mr. Clarke, the inventor of the | 
most effective gas regulator, to come down with his apparatus. [Mr. Clarke | 
set light to six burners supplied without the regulator, the effect being a| 
spitting, whistling noise, owing to there being a heavier pressure than com- 
bustion required, from the gas being forced out of the burners faster than it | 
could be consumed. On the other hand, when supplied to an equal number | 
of burners with the regulator, they burnt with a clear, steady, and noiseless | 
flame, and a considerable diminution in the quantity of gas, as proved by | 
the gauge.] Mr. Hunt remarked that, by the application of that regulator | 
at the Sydenham station, an economy had been eifected in six nights of 
2900 feet, and at the Forest Hill station a somewhat similar saving had been | 
effected. | 

Mr. G. Orror, jun., moved the first resolution—“ That this meeting 
having heard the correspondence read and statement made in reference to | 
the excessive quantity of gas charged to the consumers of the Crystal | 
Palace District Gas Company for the past quarter, is of opinion that the! 
charge should be the same as that of the corresponding period of the pre-| 
vious year, except in such cases where it can be proved that additional 
burners have been used.” | 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Kemp moved—“ That the consumption of gas having very consider- 
ably increased throughout the district, this meeting is of opinion that a 
reduction in the price should be made by the company to a maximum of 5s. | 
per 1000 feet.” 

Mr. W. Moore 
carried. 

Mr. Orror then moved—* That this meeting pledges itself to support the| 
establishment of a new company for the supply of gas to the district, in the | 
event of the existing company declining to meet the wishes of the ae 
as represented by the present meeting.” 

Mr. Mason seconded the resolution, which was also unanimously carries | 


MR. FLINTOFF'S NEW IRISH BUBBLE. 
THE DUBLIN INDEFENDENT GAS CONSUMERS’ COMPANY. | 
An Extraordinary General Meeting of the Shareholders in this Compay 
was held on Monday evening, the 21st ult., in the Theatre of the Te- 
chanics’ Institute, for the purpose “ of considering counsel’s opinion 4 to 
the opening of the streets of Dublin, and adopting measures for commer iN | | 
the operations of the company.” The meeting was called for half-pasi even 
o'clock, but it was not till an hour later that the chair was takenly the 
Right Hon. the Lorp Mayor. The attendance was not very numers. 
The CHAIRMAN, after stating the object for which the meeting waxalled, 
expressed his opinion that if the new company was carried out it wuld be 
(Applause.) Every new design was alway; pposed 
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by interested parties—by parties opposed to prggress; but he was one of 
those who believed that, by encouraging enterprise and the outlay of capital 
to improve our country or city, mankind was benefited. (Cheers.) If the 
new company was established and carried out, all classes would be bene- 
fited byit. The opinion of counsel in reference to the opening of the streets 
would now be my ; 

Mr. Furstorr, the secretary to the new company, then read the advertise- 
ment calling the meeting, after which he read a report of the directors, to 
the effect that. in consequence of the suggestion of a shareholder who 
| attended the last general meeting of the company, they (the directors) had, 
|in addition to the opinion of their standing counsel, Mr. Bond Coxe, ob- 
tained the opinion of the eminent counsel, Mr. Gerald Fitzgibbon, Q.C., with 
respect to the power of the corporation to allow the directors to open the 
streets of the city for the purpose of laying gas-pipes for public and private 
purposes. The directors trusted that this clear and explicit statement of 
| the law will prevent all further cavilling on the subjéct, and put an end to 
all further opposition from interested parties on that point. Mr. Flintoff 
| then read the-following opinion by Gerald Fitzgibbon, Esq., Q.C.:— 

lst Query: Whether, if the corporation of Dublin contract with the new company 
to supply the public lamps with gaslight, it can lawfully give the company license 
to open the streets and lay down the requisite main-pipes, &c., for that purpose, and 
| so enable the company to carry out their contracts also with the parties who have 
| ogveed to take gas from them, as already mentioned? Answer: In my opinion, if 
the corporation contract with the company for the future supply of gas to the public 
lamps, the corporation can give a legal right to the company to open the streets and 
lay down their main and service-pipes, not only to conduct gas to the public lamps, 
but to all the burners of private consumers who shall become customers of the com- 
|pany. The 63rd and 67th sections of the Dublin Improvement Act, in my opinion, 
| make this clear. : ’ 

2nd Query: Whether, if the corporation do not contract with the new company, 
| it can, independently of any such contract, and as having the streets vested in them, 

legally empower the company to open the streets, lay their pipes, &c., for the pur- 
ose of the undertaking? Answer: In my opinion the corporation has power to 
Goons any person or any company to open and lay pipes in the streets for any lawful 
purposes; and I am of opinion that, ind dently of any contract with the corpora- 
tion for supply of gas, the company can legally open the streets and lay down their 
main and service-pipes, if they get a licence so to do from the corporation. With 
the ordinary licence which is so commonly given both for private and public pur- 
poses to open the streets, the company can lay, and, once they get and act on and 
expend their money on the faith of such licence, will be entitled to maintain, their 
| pipes through every part of the streets to which such licence will extend; and for 
| this purpose a special Act is not necessary, if the corporation be willing to give a 
‘licence. I am also of opinion that the corporation may with perfect page| give 
such licence, taking due care that in the exercise of it the company shall use all rea- 
sonable and proper precautions to do their work promptly, and so as to avoid creat- 
ing public obstruction’ or nuisance, as far as it can possibly be avoided. I am still 
further of opinion that gaslight being an article of almost universal consumption, and 
almost one of the necessaries of life in our times, it is the duty. of the corporation to 
afford all reasonable facilities for the conveyance of it from all gas factories to the 
consumers. The streets are vested in the corporation solely for public purposes, 
and as the great highways for the conveyance, both above and below the surface, of 
all commodities in use in the city. Water, gas, and drainage must be conveyed by 
subterraneous conduits; and in my opinion the corporation will be duly performing 
their public trust when making the streets subservient to the conveyance of these; 
and they are not restricted by any consideration of securing a monopoly to any exist- 
ing manufacturers of gas. GeraLp Firzeizson, 10, Merrion Square, North. 

I have perused and attentively considered the foregoing opinion of Mr. Fitzgibbon, 
as well as the case on which it has been given, and I am happy to find that I am 
fortified by so high an authority in the opinion which I have already given upon the 
same points. Bonp Coxe. 


Mr. Kennepy moved that the opinion be received, adopted, printed, and 
circulated amongst the shareholders. 
| A GENTLEMAN on the platform, whose name was stated to be O'Loughlin, 
| addressed the chairman to the efiect that he saw Mr. Reilly there with his 
pockets full of documents, Acts of Parliament, &c., with the view of keep- 
|ing the company there all night. (Cheers and laughter.) He believed Mr. 
Reilly had five shares in the company. (Cheers.) Were they to be kept 
| there till eleven o'clock ? (Cheers and hisses.) 
Mr. REILiy said the cause was weak indeed which required such a state- 
ment as that made by the last speaker. (Cheers and confusion.) He (Mr. 
' Reilly) was known in Dublin—(cheers)—and he came there to honestly and 
| | fairly express his opinion, and the meeting would have it. (Cheers.) They 
| were assembled, it was stated, to hear legal opinions; well, he had legal 
| opinions, too, of the highest legal eminence. He was invited to the last 
| public meeting in reference to the company by Messrs. Burke, Ingram, and 
| Rosenthal, but he did not go. He had not intruded himself upon the half- 
| yearly meeting of the company; on the contrary, he was going on business 
|| to the corporation when he was pressed by gentlemen at the door of the 
|| company’s office in Dame Street to attend the meeting. He did go in, 
'and he was made the subject of an unwarrantable personal attack, and of 
||the harshest comments. He asked a question at the meeting. (A Voice: 
|| Question.) He would go to the question at once. They were there to 
|| consider the opinion of Mr. Fitzgibbon. Well, he was prepared to consider 
|, it, and he came there invited. (A Voice: You are paid for it.) He held 
| opinions of eminent counsel in his hand—Mr. Brewster, Q.C., Mr. J. D. 
| Fitzgerald, Q.C., Lord Campbell, Mr. Justice Erle. (Cheers, hisses, and 
laughter.) He hoped he would be heard. (Confusion.) 
The CHAIRMAN said the meeting had a right to consider the opinion of 
Mr. Fitzgibbon, and not the opinion of any other counsel whatever. (Great 
| cheering; one individual in the front seat indulging in the most enthusiastic 
demonstrations of approval.) Counsel gave their opinion on the questions 
|asked. They did know Mr. Reilly’s questions, and he (the chairman) stopped 
,; him; and he should say that he would not give a penny for the opinion that 
| was not paid for. (Cheers.) He therefore would not hear Mr. Reilly with 
respect to the opinions he brought with him. (Cheers.) 
| Mr. Reriy, as a shareholder, protested against that decision, because 
| the opinions he was about to read would have opened their eyes to the false 
| position — were in. (Hisses, and some applause.) He believed the com- 
|| pany should first obtain an Act of Parliament. ( Interruption.) On Friday 
| week he applied at the office for a list of shareholders, which he had not yet 
| | obtained, although he paid 30s. for it. (A Voice: “ More fool you.” Hisses.) 
| I protest against not being allowed a hearing. 
| | The Lorp Mayor: In my capacity of your chairman I did not prevent 
| Mr. Reilly from discussing the question unless by reading the opinions of 
| counsel, for which we did not pay. I would not give that glove for the 
|| Opinion of the best Queen’s Counsel in the world that I did not pay for. 
| | Mr. Reiiy again came forward amid great noise, and was understood to 
ask how did the Lord Mayor know or suppose Mr. Brewster and Mr. Fitz- 
gerald were not paid for their opinions? He also said that the Lord Mayor 
acted  mmgnpeeper s Oy not giving him a hearing. (Hisses.) 
|| Mr. Marciarp said that in all the revolutions of Paris, in the Chartist 
|| riots of London, and the Know-nothing scenes in America, there was nothing 
|,to equal the conduct there that night, and the outraging of their chief 


iI magistrate. There were in round numbers 300,000 people in Dublin, 200,000 
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of whom were in darkness so far as gas was concerned, and that number 
embraced the industrial poor, who, from the absence of artificial light, were 
doomed to seven months of darkness in the year. (Hear, hear.) They came 
there that night to try to elevate the social condition of these people, to 
give light which was cheaper than the light of heaven—(cries of “ No, no,” 
and “ Oh, oh!”)—when manufactured and distributed honestly. (Interrup- 
tion. 

The Lorp Mayor: Correct what you have just said. 

Mr. Martiarp: I beg pardon. What I mean to say is, that if you take 
into account the cost of windows and other means for letting in the light of 
heaven, the gas willbecheaper. I did not mean the observation offensively 
—it merely arose in the current of my thoughts without offence to any one. 
The new company wanted to give the poor light at the cheapest possible price, 
and they would be able to give the poor man six hours’ light for less than 6d. 
a week, which light would enable them to pursue their different avocations— 
would enable the father to read to the children—would enable the daughter 
to work with her needle, and the son at his trade, during six hours each day, 
during which they were now in utter darkness, (Hear, hear.) This was 
the great moral end they had in view. There were 11,000 houses to be lighted 
without interfering with the business of other companies, and if they gave 
gas at 2s. Gd. or 3s. instead of 4s. 6d. they would get half the present con- 
sumption. The new company must distribute the gas through the streets, 
and if the Lord Mayor, supported by 11,000 householders, ventured to open 
the streets to lay the pipes, who was there to indict them? If, availin 
themselves of the new improvements in science, they erected gas houses an 
machinery for £50,000, upon which other companies spent £450,000, they 
would be certain of realizing a large dividend. 

Mr. Martry Burke, T.C., said it was no small gratification to him to 
address a meeting presided over by an old neighbour, created Lord Mayor 
by the unanimous voice of the citizens. (Cheers.) Which would they ra- 
ther have, an English company that never paid a shilling to its share- 
holders, or an Irish company like that, all the directors of which were Irish- 
men? Mr. Reilly had said that he asked him to attend the last meeting. 
He did ask him, being desirous of enlisting his great abilities in their cause, 
and because Mr. Reilly led him to suppose he was for giving cheap gas to 
the people. He Jamented now to see the friend of O’'Connell—the man who 
proposed O’Connell—throwing cold water on that new ey. He had 
produced opinions of counsel, got, no doubt, for nothing. (Cheers.) He 
(Mr. Burke) would not show himself there if that was not an honest com- 
pany, and one that would be beneficial to the public and remunerative to 
the’shareholders. Mr. Burke concluded by exclaiming, “ Shade of O'Con- 
nell, oh! oh!” (Cheers, and laughter.) 

Captain Parry said that, as one of the directors, he begged to second the 
motion proposed by Mr. Burke, that the opinion of Mr. Fitzgibbon, Q.C., be 
adopted and acted upon by the company. They had come there to do a 
particular business, and Mr. Reilly thought to prevent them; but Irishmen, 
and, in fact, all Britons, were celebrated for their line of fair play, and they 
had proved it there by hearing Mr. Reilly. 

Mr. RetLiy came forward amid renewed uproar to move an amendment, 
for two reasons, he said: first, because the resolution had been moved by a 
gentleman who was not a shareholder at all. (Hisses and continued inter- 
ruption.) He had the share list in his hand on Saturday, and up to that 
time Mr. Burke did not hold a single share. (Interruption.) He (Mr. Reilly) 
did once propose O'Connell, as Mr. Burke had stated, and on that occasion 
Mr. Burke would not vote for him. (Cheers and hisses.) 





The Lorp Mayor said the resolution was proposed by Mr. Maillard, a 

i and not by Mr. Burke, who merely spoke in support of it. 
Cheers. 

¢ Mr. Reriiy thought that was a meeting of shareholders only, and that on 
one else had a right to interfere. It was right, however, that the public | 
should know that Mr. Burke, who was so anxious for the success of the 
company, and was so persuaded of its honesty, had not taken a share in it. 
(Interruption.) He (Mr. Reilly) had stated, and he was still of the same 
opinion, that the Lord Mayor had treated him harshly in the early part of 
the meeting, but he knew his lordship had done so unwittingly. He knew | 
it was unusual with him, and contrary to his public and private character 
to do so. (Cheers.) With reference to the amendment, he contended for | 
it. (Great noise.) [Here Mr. Burke took from his pocket a small instru- | 
ment, and, applying it to his mouth, blew a shrill whistle.] Mr. Reilly read | 
his amendment, which was to the effect that the company should not pro-' 
ceed with its works until the sanction of Parliament had been obtained. 
In sustainment ot liis view that parliamentary sanction was necessary, he | 
would read for them the decision of Lord Campbell in a case exactly in | 
point of a gas company at Sheffield. [Here the noise became very great, | 
and Mr. Reilly, finding he could not be heard, proceeded across the plat- 
form to the reporters’ table, and, addressing himself to the reporters, went 
on apparently to read with much energy of manner from some documents 
in his hand. This dumb show he enacted for about five minutes, amid 
cheering, hissing, and whistling, and to the great am t of himself and 
all present. At the close he handed the following as his speech:—] We 
have now Messrs. Fitzgibbon and Bond Coxe’s opinions that we may open 
the streets, and I have the opinions of two gentlemen who have filled the 
important office of Her Majesty’s Attorney-General—namely, Abraham 
Brewster and J. D. Fitzgerald—that we can do no such thing. Mind, I 
say that this company will succeed if we get an Act of Parliament, not 
otherwise, because nothing but an Act will give us power to open the 
streets. Now listen to the opinions. Here are the opinions of two emi- 
nent men—both have been Her Majesty's Attorney-General, Against them 
we have the opinions of Mr. Fitzgibbon and Mr. Bond Coxe. If we had no 
further knowledge on the subject, I say it would be madness to expend 
eighty or a hundred thousand pounds on the chance of which are right. If 
Messrs. Brewster and Fitzgerald be right, the money would be thrown 
away; if Messrs. Fitzgibbon and Coxe be right, we should throw away much 
money in litigation before their view of the law could be established. But, 
fortunately for the people of Dublin, we have not been left to depend upon 
lawyers’ opinions on this matter: we have the judgment of the highest court 
in England to guide us, and the disastrous history of the Sheffield Gas Con- 
sumers’ Company to warn us. The Sheffield doings were marvellously like 
ours in Dublin. The mayor presided—the town hall was filled—resolutions 
passed to support the new company—cheap gas was liberally promised— 
inflated placards, &c.—the people subscribed their money—a company was 
established, works built, and £50,000 expended; and then the streets were 
opened with tke permission of the authorities. So far all was easy. Then 
began litigation; no less then twenty-two trials are reported, from the pdlice- 
courts to the high Court of Chancery—over sixty legal gentlemen employed 
—all ending in defeat. The judges of the Queen’s Bench in London unani- 
mously decided that the parties opening the streets to lay pipes were 
properly indicted. And who were they? The three directors of the com- 
pany and the chairman of the highway board—that is, something like our 
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Lord Mayor. They were declared guilty. Then the Sheffield Company 
dispensed with the services of Mr. Flintoff, for all this time he was their 
secretary, and at last they did what they ought to have done at first—they 
went to Parliament for powers. In consideration of the poor dupes who 
paid their money, it was ordered that the new company should amalgamate 
with the old, and thus the shareholders of the old company had £50,000 
useless capital thrown upon them. What followed? Listen to the state- 
ment of Mr. Unwin, the managing director of the old and new companies, 
now amalgamated. I was contradicted at the last meeting. now 
offer the best evidence of the truth of my statement. Mr. Unwin says 
—“ What you are reported to have said is quite correct. We gave this com- 
pany for their works shares in our company amounting to £40,000, and 
paid numerous other sums, amounting to £10,000, for what never will be 
worth one farthing tous. Their gasholders we broke up and sold as old iron; 
gas-tanks, leaky as riddles, were also destroyed; the retort-house, &c., &c., 
are aheap of rubbish. The place, in short, is completely shut up. Many 
of the large consumers are now paying more for gas than before Mr. Flintotf 
came; and the shares which cost the new company £5. 12s. 4d. (exclusive 
of interest, for they never received a dividend) now represent only £4 in 
the old company. Mr. Flintoff is reported to have said that his exertions 
saved Sheffield £20,000 a year. How could that be, when the total income 
from gas was only £25,480. 19s. the year he came?” In conclusion, I will 
read the judgment of Lord Campbell and Judge Erle on the opening of the 
streets when the indictment came before them. Lord Campbell said: “I 
have no doubt whatever that this was a proper conviction. It is proved 
that the new company obstructed the public streets in Sheffield. Prima 
JSacie it is clearly an indictable nuisance. To justify this, Mr. Bliss, for the 
defendants, pointed to the licence of the surveyor of highways and others; but 
unless these authorities had authority to license the obstruction of the Queen’s 
highway, their licences were not of any use. They might have authorized 
what was necessary to be done for repairing the highways; but this, instead 
of repairing the highways, was breaking up the highway. * * This act was 
done by aspeculating company, who thought thereby to establish acommercial 
concern for their own profit; but if they or any other speculating company, 
with the view of supplying gas or water, or any other commodity, may break 
up the streets in this manner, then any number of gas companies may break 
up the streets and commence the like obstruction. It would be a defence 
if it were for the public advantage. The new company should follow the 
usual course; they should submit their case to Parliament, and if Parlia- 
ment sees it is for the public advantage, they will concede the necessary 
powers.” Justice Erle said—“ I am of opinion that the new company are 
guilty on this indictment. They have brought forward some elaborate 
justification under the powerful argument of Mr. Bliss. I differ entirely 
with him. It appearsto me that the object of the Joint-Stock Act was that 
the public should be prevented from becoming shareholders of baseless 
companies. * * It appears to me that this is a speculation by a company 
desirous to supply Sheftield with gas in competition with another company. 
* Then, as to the company being a useful one, and one generally ap- 
proved of, I can only say that if a company, for their private speculation, 
commits such without being authorized, I should give exactly the same de- 
cision, whether the company were proceeding with the desire of all the in- 
habitants, or carrying on a trade which nobody liked. But if this is really 
a beneficial company, intending to do good to the town, all these matters 
might well be taken into account when hereafter they preferred their appli- 
cation to the proper quarter (Parliament) for the only authority under which 
they can act in the way proposed.” I have done. Brewster and Fitzgerald, 
Lord Campbell and Judge Erle have sustained my view of the law, and Mr. 
Unwin, the secretary to the Sheffield Gas Company, has vindicated my 
veracity. Get your Act of Parliament and prosper; and now upon the di- 
rectors let the deep responsibility rest of proceeding further without it. The 
eat majority of shareholders hold but one share. I warn the directors to 
ook well toit; their chances are at stake. 

Mr. Campton, of the Mechanics’ Institute, next addressed the meeting in 
forcible style. At first there was some interruption. He said he was for 
cheap gas as much as any one else. The Government funds were open to 
him every day to invest in, and it was a sound trading principle to buy in the 
cheapest and sell in the dearest market. What kept the public from invest- 
ing in the shares of that company was the doubt as to whether the company 
could open the streets. (Hear, hear.) The question, he thought, was 
decided by the opinion of Mr. Fitzgibbon, and he (Mr. Campion) would 
perhaps take five or six shares in the company. He believed that his little 
investment would be better spent in enlarging the mains and preventing 
leakage than in forming part of £2000 to be spent in an Act of Parliament 
which was not required. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Ryan supported the motion, which was put from the chair, and 
declared by the chairman to be carried unanimously. 

Mr. M. Burke was moved to the second chair. A vote of thanks was then 
passed to the Lord Mayor, after which the proceedings of the meeting 
terminated. 








CITY OF LONDON COURT OF SEWERS. 
GUILDHALL, FEs. 18. 
GAS LIGHTING IN THE CITY. 

The Great Central and Chartered Gas Companies were summoned before 
the court for breaches of their contracts in regard to the lighting the lamps 
in the City. The police constables who reported the cases were examined, 
and proved that certain lamps had gone out during the night, and that 
others had been imperfectly lighted. In some of the cases it was said that 
the lights had been blown out by the wind, in consequence of there being 
no bottom to the lamps. 

A gentleman who attended from the Chartered Gas Company, said that 
that company supplied the gas in the City, but not the lamps. 

The engineer, Mr. W. Haywoop: No, but you are bound to keep them in 
repair, and are liable for any damage done to them. (Hear, hear.) 

After considering the cases separately, the court dismissed the summonses 
against the Chartered Gas Company, and imposed a fine of 30s. against the 
Great Central Company. 

THE CITY OF LONDON GAS COMPANY. 
The Princrpau CLERK read a report from the General Purposes Com- 











mittee as to the City of London Gas Company's Bill, which has been intro- 
duced into the House of: Lords. It proposes to incorporate the company in 
perpetuity, and to confer on them sundry powers, and to incorporate in the 
Act the Gas-Works Clauses Act, 1847. The commitiee was of opinion that 
it was not expedient to allow such objectionable works to be continued in 
perpetuity within the crowded area of the City, and recommended the court 
to oppose the bill in all its stages, both on sanitary and other grounds. 

The report was agreed to. 

REPORT ON THE GREAT CENTRAL GAS. 

Dr. Letheby reported that 246 experiments had been made on the illumi- 
nating power of the gas as it is supplied to the City, and that the average | 
intensity of it was that when burning at the rate of 5 cubic feet per hour | 
from an argand burner of 15 holes and a seven chimney, it gave the light of | | 
10°98 standard sperm candles, or 14°83 wax. This is nearly 24 per cent. || 
above the requirements of the Act of Parliament; but the variation in the 
power had been from that of 10°28 wax candles to 21°15—a range that had 
caused much dissatisfaction both to the company and the consumers, for, 
by the occasional supply of gas of unnecessarily high intensity, there had 
been created a desire for the continuance of it, and complaints were often 
made when the gas fell from a high standard to one which was still a long 
way above the requirements of the Act. It is, therefore, manifest to the 
interests of all that the illuminating power should be kept at one uniform 
standard. | 

In the course of the year the average illuminating power of the gas had 
been equal to that of 12°68 standard sperm candles, or 14°49 wax. These 
are the results of 604 experiments. The quarterly averages were as 











follows :— 
Sperm, Wax. | 

Ist Quarter endingin May . . - 18°38 14°15 

2nd ln ~ August .. . 12°11 13°84 

a . « a November. . . 13°25 15°14 

4th y * February. . . 12°98 14°83 











Averageofyear . . ... - 12°68 14°49 

The chemical quality had been remarkably good, for the gas, with few | | 

exceptions, had been free from sulphuretted hydrogen, and from excess of 
ammonia and tarry matter. 


SreaLinc GAs-BuRNERS.—Numerous petty thefts of the gas-burners of 
the public lamps in the metropolis having been discovered by the gas com- 
panies to have been committed by persons who represent themselves to be 
authorized by the local boards to remove them for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the quantity of gas supplied, such persons should bear in mind they 
have rendered themselves liable to prosecution for the theft, whenever the 
burner has been the property of the gas company, and that all persons 
aiding and abetting, as well as the receivers of the same, may be similarly 
proceeded against. 

TESTIMONIAL TO Mr. Hunter Jones.—The engineer of the Equitable 
Gaslight Company having resigned his office, the workmen assembled on 
Monday last and expressed to him their regret at his leaving them, and 
hoped he would accept a small token of their esteem and respect. Mr. 
Jones, in reply, thanked them for their unexpected kindness, and took 
occasion to remark that he had never been in connexion with a better set | 
of workmen; their general conduct had given him great satisfaction; and he | 
could only regret that circumstances should have caused a separation. | 
Whatever might be his lot in the future, he would never forget this expres- 
sion of their feelings, nor cease to prize the gift they had so generously | 
presented him with. The men gave tliree hearty cheersand separated.—The | 
testimonial (which has been entirely subscribed for by the workmen) con- 
sists of a very handsome timepiece by “ Benson,” and bears the following in- 
scription on a silver plate:—“ Presented to Hunter Jones, Esq., by the work- 
men of the Equitable Gaslight Company as a mark of their respect and | 
esteem. London, February, 1859.” 

LigutTinc or CRAWLEY wirH Gas.—The little town of Crawley, in} 
Sussex, was lighted with gas for the first time on the 14th ult. The works | 
have been erected under the direction of Mr. Sheppard, of Horsham, by Mr. | 
Lynch White, of Upper Ground Street, London, who has been highly com- | 
plimented upon the manner in which he has performed his contract. The} 
event was celebrated by a dinner given at the Station Hotel on the 17th, at | 
which forty or fifty highly respectable inhabitants were present, who drunk 
“Success to the Crawley Gas Company,” and prosperity to Mr. White, the 
contractor, with great cordiality and good feeling. 

Gas LicurinG 1n HoLianp.—It appears that our Dutch neighbours | 
are at last becoming aware of the fact that in the great race of modern | 
civilization the nation which does not advance, retires; and they have at | 
least directed attention to the improvement of their municipal service, even | 
in small towns, especially in the matters connected with gas lighting. We) 
read in the local papers, for instance, that on the 18th of February (the | 
anniversary of the birthday of the King of the Netherlands) the towns of) 
Purmerende, in North Holland, and of Dokkum, in Friesland, were lighted 
up successfully, to the great satisfaction of the inhabitants of those localities. 
At Purmerende the inauguration of the gas-works was celebrated by a 
ball, offered by the contractors to the Burgemeester and Town Council. It 
appears also that several other towns of the Netherlands are prepared to 
enter upon the course of municipal improvement thus inaugurated by the 
thriving towns above mentioned. 

Tue New Sr. Pererspure GAs AND Water Works.—Mr. Laidlaw, 
of the firm of R. Laidlaw and Son, of Glasgow, has just returned from St. 
Petersburg, having obtained the contract for supplying and erecting the 
entire gas apparatus and pipes required for these works, which are to be of 
great magnitude, and constructed upon the most improved principles. 
There will be four telescopic gasometers, each 100 feet in diameter; and 
two, each 60 fect, with ample accommodation to double this number when 
required. The main pipes will extend to upwards of 200 miles in length, 
the largest of which will be 36 inches in diameter. We believe this is the 
largest contract ever taken by one firm in this line of business. A com- 
pany has recently been established for supplying the city of St. Petersburg 
with water, and Messrs. R. Laidlaw and Son, in conjunction with Messrs. 
Thomas Edington and Sons, are the successful contractors for supplying 
the main pipes, valves, hydrants, &c. 
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OHN ROGERSON and CO, 

NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE & MIDDLESBRO’- 
ON-TEES. 

Wrought and Cast Iron Pipes, Cast-Iron Retorts, and 

all kinds of Foundry Work necessary for Gas-Works. 

Fire-Bricks and Clay Retorts. Gas Coals of every 

description. Pig, Bar, and Plate Iron. | very superior article. 














CEMENT. 
G and T. EARLE, Hull, beg to draw 
@ the attention of Gas and Water Companies, En- 
gineers, and Contractors, to their Light Cement, for 
Stuccoing and Building Gasholder Tanks, and Joint- 
ing Iron Pipes, for which purposes it will be found a 


NOW READY, 


Yu. VII. of the JOURNAL of GAS 
LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, and SANI- 
TARY IMPROVEMENT, for 1858, price 2ls., bound 
in cloth and lettered. A few copies of Vols. II., III., 
1V., V. and VI. are still on sale. 
W. B. Kina, 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street. 
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THE GREAT CENTRAL 
GAS CONSUMERS’ COMPANY. 
Just Published, bs 
A FULL Report of the Proceedings 
on the ARBITRATION between A, A. CROLL, 
Esq.,and the GREAT CENTRAL GAS CONSU MERS 
COMPANY. Before C. MAY, Esq., C.E., F.R.S., and 
THOMAS G. BARLOW, Esq., C.E., Arbitrators, and 
C. HOGGINS, Esq., Q.C., Umpire. See . 
Reprinted from the Journal of Gas Lighting, Water 
Supply, and Sanitary Improvement. 
Price 5s., bound in cloth. — 

A few Copies are on Sale, bound up with the Pro- 
ceedings before the Parliamentary Committee on the 
Company’s Bill in 1850—price 7s. 6d. 

W. B. Kina, Office of the “ JourNAL oF Gas 
LIGHTING,” &c., 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street, Lonvon, 


C. 





ROUGHT-IRON Guides for Gas- 


holders.—Designs and Working Drawings for 
Trussed Wrought-Iron Guides and Frames can be ob- 
tained of CuarLes Dixon, C. E., Chichester, Sussex. 


wet and GREGSON, Gas-Meter 
MANUFACTURERS, &Xec. 
UNION STREET, OLDHAM. 

Station and Experimental Meters, Gas Pressure 
Registers, Gauges, Experimental Gasholders, Go- 
vernors, Slide Valves, &c. &c. 

W. and G. would respectfully call the attention of 
Gas Engi s and Managers to their Station-meters, 
having made and erected the largest in use at the 
present time, two of which may be seen at the Stock- 
port and Liverpool Gas Works, on application to the 
respective Engineers. 


BEAN DONKIN and CO0.’s improved 

GAS VALVES have been adopted by numerous 
Gas Companies in England and abroad, and their ad- 
vantages and great security fully proved. Very large 
numbers are in use. Prices from 11s. 6d. to 13s. 6d. 
per inch diameter. 

Bryan DONKIN and Co., 
Engineers, near Grange Road, BERMONDSRY. 


ALFRED PENNY, Engineer, 
WENLOCK IRON WORKS, 
WHARF ROAD, CITY ROAD, LONDON. 

Mr. Penny begs to inform Gas and Water Compa- 
nies that he undertakes the erection of new, or the 
alteration of existing, works; and that he may be con- 
sulted generally on all matters connected with gas aud 
water supply. He is also prepared to supply best Cold- 
blast Retorts, Socket-Pipes, and Connections, Iron 
Borings, &c. &c., and all the necessary Castings used 
in Gas and Water-Works. 
*,* Country orders executed with care and despatch. 


ILLIAM RYDER, General 
MINERAL anpd METAL AGENT anpD 
MERCHANT, 4, DEAN STREET, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
is prepared to supply Gas and Water Companies with 
Apparatus and Appliances of every description, in- 
cluding Cast and Wrought Iron Goods, Coals, Fire- 
Bricks, Retorts, &c. &c. 
Any communications addressed to him as above shall 
have prompt attention. 


SHEEN, Gas and Railway 

¢ Lantern Maker, 904, Holborn Hill, begs to 

inform Managers of Gas-Works, &c., that she con- 

tinues to contract and supply Lanterns on reasonable 
terms, and keep them in repair by the year. 


(FEORGE ANDERSON, Gas and 
CONSULTING ENGINEER, 

104, LEADENHALL STREET, LONDON (E.C.). 
DIRECT-ACTING GAS-EXHAUSTERS, 
supplied either with or without Steam-Engines and 
Boilers. 

FOUR-WAY DIAPHRAGM VALVES, 
one of which answers the purpose of THREE ordi- 
nary Valves, as applied to Purifiers, or in shutting off 
and passing Station-Meters, Governors, or other ap- 
paratus, while the Connecting-Pipes are also much 


simplified, 
RETORT SETTINGS, 
designed to be heated by Tar alone, and with a total 
absence of Smoke. 
Tilustrated circulars, giving references and every in- 
formation, may be obtained on application as above, 


ENJAMIN GIBBONS, Jun, 
DEEPDALE FIRE-CLAY & BRICK WORKS, 
Near D YY. 

Manufacturer of every description of Fire-Bricks, 

Lumps, Quarries, Shields, Flue Covers, &c., to any size 
or shape required. 

FPIRE-CLAY RETORTS, 
TO MODEL OR DRawiINna. 

B. G. begs to call the attention of Gas Companies to 
his Fire-Clay Retorts, which have been used with great 
satisfaction in some of the largest Gas-Works in ‘the 
Metropolis and many Provincial Towns in England, 

References given, if required. 
































FIRE-CLAY RETORTS., 
JOHN SWARBRICEK, 


MANUFACTURER OF PATENT COMPOSITION CLAY RETORTS, 
FIRE BRICKS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, SHAPE, AND SIZE, &c. &e. 
HIGHER EANAM, BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. 


_ These RETORTS are generally used in the Gas-works of Preston, Accrington, Bury, Heywood, Middleton, Rochdale, Ratcliffe; the Mills of Messrs. Horrocks, 
Miller, and Co., Preston, &c. &c., and are unequalled in having afforded general satisfaction to those who have given these Retorts a trial. 

To meet the increasing demand, the Works at Little Harwood have been greatly enlarg 

on their being promptly supplied with an article not to be surpassed in finish or durability. 











By Royal Letters Patent. 





KAyr's Patent 
is the most effective preventive of fraud by 
* tilting,” and is as simple in construction as the 
common meter. 
Manufactured only by 
COW. 


60, BUCCLEUCH STREET, 
EDINBURGH. 


J LIFF’S Fire Bricks, Clay 
6 


RETORIS, &c. 













MBREWTON. 
WHARF K*; C0006 STATION | — 
RINGS Gross — 


LONDON = | 





Orders for London and South of England to be ad- 
dressed to Mr. NewTon, Agent for the District, 16, 
Castle Terrace, New Hampstead Road, KENTISH 
Town, N.W. 

N.B.—A few Retorts of each size, and alarge stock 
ae a and Lumps, always on hand at the above 

Yharf. 


PADDON and FORD respectfully 
invite the attention of Gas Companies and Ma- 
nagers to their PATENT STREET LAMP REGU- 
LATOR, which ensures any reyuired consumption. 
By its use a great saving is effected, and the item of 
f, 


* Unace d Gas” iderably decreased. 





ADDON and FORD, Patent 
GAS-METER AND APPARATUS WORKS, 
GRAY’S-INN-ROAD, LONDON, 
Manufacturers of Wetand Dry Gas METERS,STATION 
Meters, GOVERNORS, EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS, 
LANTERNS, Xe. &e, 
Contractors for the .erection or alteration of Gas- 
Works; and every description of Apparatus required 
in Gas-Works supplied. 


HITEHOUSE and C0., Boiler and 
GASHOLDER MAKERS, 
GLOBE PATENT TUBE WORKS, 
WEDNESBURY, 

Beg to draw the attention of Engineers and Managers 
of Gas Works to the superior quality of the Article 
they manufacture, both in respect of the iron employed, 
and the perfect manner in which it 1s welded; in 
proof of which they can refer to the testimonials of the 
most eminent Gas Engineers, and the experience of 
the principal of thelarge Gas Companies of the kingd 
Orders promptly executed. 


THE PURIFYING-HOUSE SUPERSEDED, 


R. LAMING (Inventor of the 


Revivified Oxide of Iron Purification) has the 
satisfaction to announce that Gas may now be purified 
in a manner that combines unusual cemmercial ad- 
vantages with all the possible requirements of the 
sanitary oflicer and the public. All that need be said 
to call attention to the new process is, that instead of 
the purifying-house, two vessels of small area, placed 
after the condenser, suffice; that these vessels never 
have the least communication with the atmosphere ; 
and that neither lime, oxide, nor any other substance 
foreign to the gas itself 1s brought into contact with 
it. Gas engineers will perceive among the advantages 
thus offered, economy in room, labour, and materials ; 
impossibility of nuisance; and total absence of injury 
to the illuminating power. 

Particulars by addressing RicHarp LaMING, 118, 
FENCHUKCH STREET. 














CARTER’S PATENT SAFETY GAS VALVES. 
HOMAS LAMBERT and SON, 
PATENTEES AND MANUFACTURERS, 
SHORT STREET, NEw Cut, BLacKFRIARS, LonpoNn. 

The Bank of England is fitted yy ! with these 
Valves, from the smallest branch to the largest main 

pipe. 

The following, among numerous Testimonials, will be 
found very satisfactory :— 

“The British Gaslight Company’s Office. No. 105, 
Broad Street, Ratcliff, London, June 1), 1846. 

“ Gentlemen,—In reply to your inquiry, I have to 
state that ‘Carter’s Patent Gas Valve’ has been used 
by this company and by the fitters of the district exten- 
sively for seven years past. It was adopted to obviate 
the inconvenience of setting fast, so prevalent with the 
conical metal plug-cocks, and has been found to answer 
the purpose intended. 

“«T have recommended its use in several provincial 
towns with which I am professionally d, and 
have not received any complaint of its having failed in 
any respect of performing satisfactorily all that is 
required of it.—l am, Gentlemen, yours respectfully, 

* GEDDIE PEARSE. 
«* Messrs. Lambert and Son, Lambeth.” 





PRICES MODERATE. 











ed; and Gas Engineers who may favour with an Order may rely with confidence 


TO THE GAS COMPANIES 
OF GREAT BRITAIN AND THE CONTINENT. | 


(ANNEL AND COAL FOR GAS 


PURPOSES,.—Fifteen years’ connexion with one | 
of the largest Gas Concerns in England, enables us 
from practical experience to certify that the CANNEL 
and COAL we offer are those best suited for Gas pur- 
poses. 

On application, we shall have much pleasure in for- 
warding our T'abulated Statements of Analyses, with 
Prices and Terms; also Ref as to respecta- | 








bility. | 
All Contract Orders have our careful and best 
attention, 
EMANUEL TURNER and Co., Exporters of Cannel | 
and Coal, 34, Castle Street, LIVERPOOL. | 





GAS-WORKS ERECTED, ALTERED, VALUED, 
OR LEASED, BY 
EORGE WALCOTT, Gas and 
CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
BEAU MARIS GAS-WORKS, ANGLESEA, 
who has erected twerity Gas-Works during the last 
four years, all of which are giving satisfaction. | 
London Office, 24, Abehurch Lane, City. | 


TO GAS COMPANIES, 


W. GRAZEBROOK, 75, Old 

e Broap Street, LONDON, 
Having applications for New and Second-hand Gas 
Apparatus, would be obliged by those Companies 
having Apparatus to dispose of, to send particulars. 
And Companies requiring Apparatus are solicited to 








apply. 

PIPES, RETORTS, TANKS, GASHOLDERS, &c. 
on Shortest Notice. 
STOURBRIDGE and NEWCASTLE FIRE GOODS. 
ConTRACTS TAKEN. 


LESMAHAGO GAS COAL, 


AMES FERGUSON and CO., Lessees 
of the Auchinheath and Craignethan Gas Coal- 
fields (the most extensive and valuable in the parish of 
Lesmahago), respectfully intimate to the Managers of 
Gas-Works and Consumers of Gas Coal, that he is pre- 
pared to ship the best quality of the above well-known 
COALS at Glasgow or Leith; and also to deliver them 
at the railway stations upon, or connected with, the 
Caledonian Railway, to any extent which may be 
required. 

Price, free on board, or delivered at the railway sta- 
tions, may be learned by addressing James Ferguson 
and Ce., Gas-Coal Works, Lesmahago. 

Shipping Agent for Glasgow: 
MR. ALEXANDER STRATTON, 
159, West GEORGE STREET. 


(AST: TRON Retorts, Socket Pives, 


with Syphons and all requisite Connexions, Lamp 
Columns, W: ought Iron Tubing, Valves, Street Lamps, 
Sight Holes, Furnace Doors, Ash Pans, Charging ana 
Coke Shovels, Iron Pails and Coke Barrows, Cross 
Bars, Fire Pots, Pumps, Iron Borings. 

PURIFIERS, CONDENSERS, and SCRUBBERS 
erected complete, or the materials supplied; with every 
description of goods in use by Gas-Works, in stock, on 
wholesale prices, at 

LYNCH WHITE’S, 
Old Barge Iron Wharf, Upper Ground Street, 
LONDON, 














DDISON POTTER, 
WILLINGTON QUAY, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, 
Manufacturer of Clay Retorts, Fire Bricks, and every | 
description of Fire Clay Goods. 


OBERT MACLAREN and CO., | 

EGLINTON FOUNDRY, GLASGUW, | 
Manufacturers of all sizes of Cast-Iron Main Pipes, by | 
an improved Patent. General Ironfounders, Gas En- 
gineers, and Wrought-lIron Tube Makers. 


ALTER MABON, Engineer, 


ARDWICK IRON WokKS, FAIRFIELD STREBT, 
MANCHESTER, 
Manufacturer of 

IRON TANKS for Gasholders, Railway Stations, &c. 

GASHOLDERS.—Extensive premises at Gorton, 
solely for the facture of Gasholders, and other 
heavy Wrought-Iron Structures. 

GAS APPARATUS.—W. M. hasan extensive assort- 
ment of patterns for Purifiers from 4 feet to 15 feet 
square, also round ones from 4 feet to 10 feet diameter; 
Scrubbers, Condensers, Washers, Columns, Girders, 
and ‘Tripod Patterns, suitable for Gasholders, from 
10 feet to 150 feet diameter, either Single-lift or Tele- 
scope. Contractor for Gas Works of any Magnitude, 
Designs, Specifications, and Estimates furnished. 

WROUGHT and CAST IRON ROOFS for Railway 
Stations, Gas Works, Warehouses, and Sheds, pre- 
pared for Slates or for Corrugated Iron. 

RON HOUSES, either for Dwellings, Manufae- 
tories, or Public Buildings. 

PIPESand VALVES, for Gas and Water, from 2inches 
to 48 inches bore. 
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WILLIAM PARKINSON AND CoO., 


(SUCCESSORS TO THE LATE SAMUEL CROSLEY.) 
COTTAGE LANE, CITY ROAD, LONDON, 


Beg to announce that, in addition to the Manufacture of 


GAS-MET ER §, 


they continue the Manufacture of 
METERS FOR MEASURING WATER, SPIRITS, &c., 
commenced, under Patent in 1849, by the late Mr. William Parkinson. 
These Meters are as simple and durable as the Gas-Meter, and as correct as that instrument in the registration of the || 
fluids passing through them. | 











> a — } 





By Her Majesty’ s Royal L Letters Patent. 


JAMES MEACOCK, 


PATENT DRY and IMPROVED WET GAS-METER WORKS, 
7, SNOW HILL, anv 16, WEST STREET, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 


J. MEACOCK begs to call attention to his patent method of securing the Leather 
diaphragm of his Dry Meter. Instead of using the soldering iron for this purpose, 
it is held between two flat Metal Rings, and screwed up sound to a metal frame, as 
shown in the drawing. 


By this improvement the perishing effect of hot tools to leather being av oided, its 
durability must be longer; also, its repair when needful is most simple, as anew 
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less ID . leather diaphragm can be applied by merely unscrewing the old one from the rim 
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or frame to which it had been screwed up. 


Meters of Gas Companies being subject to so much wear and tear, J. M. begs 
leave to assure those who may honour him with their commands, that nothing 
but the stoutest materials for cases, the hardest gas-resisting metals, and best 
\ foreign leather for the interiors, will be used, and none but first-class workmen 
! pil employed i in their construction. 

Wet Gas-Meters Repaired and Reconstructed with J. Meacock’s Modern 
Improvements, 


METERS SENT GCN APPROVAL. 
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In consequence of the great demand for the above Meters, J. Meacock has found it necessary to remove his _ 
Manufactory to more extensive Premises, 16, West Street, Smithfield, where Orders will be executed 

on the shortest notice. | 
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EDWARD COCKEY & SONS’ 
PATENT GAS VALVES. ciatiaie 


Turse Valves are formed of two cast-iron cylinders, with seg- 
mental divisions, having faces ground gas-tight, the upper 
cylinder turning horizontally on the lower one. 





The lower cylinder has pipes from each division communi- 
cating with the vessels to and from which gas is to be passed. 
The upper cylinder has corresponding divisions, so arranged 
as to direct the passage of gas to the different segmental 
divisions in the lower part, and when it is turned on the face 
of the lower one to alter the flow of gas from one vessel to 
another. 





WARE 
Fig. 3. 
Fig. 3 represents an arrangement for four purifiers s, in which, by turning the upper cylinder, Fig. 4, the Gas is 
directed through three purifiers, and either one in rotation left out for cleaning. | 
A slight variation of this arrangement adapts the Valve to three purifiers, passing the Gas through two of them, and 
having each one in rotation out of use. 
Another arrangement is just completed for two purifiers, by which the Gas may be directed through both purifiers together, 
entering either first, or through either purifier separately. The advantages of this arrangement will be too manifest to 
Gas Manufacturers to need comment. 
The Valves are manufactured by the Patentees at their 


IRON WORKS, FROME SELWO OD. | 


The following Testimonial has been received from an eminent Engineer :— 
Gaslight and Coke Company's Office, Cheltenham, Jan. 17, 1859. 


Messrs. Cockey and Sons, Frome. 
Gentlemen,—The Patent Purifier Centre Valve which I had fixed instead of the common hydraulic valve for one of our sets of purifiers with 


9-inch connexions, I am happy to say continues to afford satisfaction both to myself and to the workmen who have the charge of it, 
I am, Gentlemen, yours truly, W. Esson. 


EDWARD COCKEY AND SONS | 


ALSO MANUFACTURE 


PURIFIERS, SCRUBBERS, CONDENSERS, ann OTHER IMPROVED GAS APPARATUS, || 


HAVING PATTE RNS SUITABLE FOR GAS-WORKS OF DIFFERENT SIZES. 
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FIRE-CLAY GAS RETORTS 
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JOSEPH CLIFF, 


WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK WORKS, near LEEDS. 


THESE RETORTS are unrivalled in excellence, being the BEST FINISHRD INTERNALLY, and THE MOST CORRECT IN FoRM, of any in the Kingdom. From the peculiar 


composition used in working up the face of the material, they are rendered unusually smooth, close, and FREE FROM SURFACE CRACKS, thus, in a great measure, preventing 
leakage and the adhesion of carbon to their interior surface. 


‘0 meet the yearly increasing demand of UPWARDS OF THIRTY SEASONS and to carry out the late improvements in the manufacture, the Premises have been 
re-erected and much enlarged, and Engineers may rely WITH CONFIDENCE on their orders being completed with a greater regard to despatch than by any other House. 
THE WORKS ARE WELL SITUATED 
LONDON, LIVERPOOL, 
For EXPORT from the Ports of HULL, MIDDLESBRO’, 
HARTLEPOOL, and STOCKTON. 
FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, GUARDS, TILES, AND CLAY OF THE SAME QUALITY. 


M. B. NEWTON, London Agent, No. 4, Wharf, King’s Cross Goods Station. 


IRTLEY IROW WORKS, | HArezis and PEARSON, EORGE CUTLER, Gasholder 
CHESTER-LE-STREET, PROPRIETORS OF MAKER, 
DURHAM. , BEST CLASS-HOUSE POT AND CRUCIBLE CLAY. No. 8, WENLOCK-RoaD, CrTy-RoAD, LONDON. 
Manufactory for every description of Casting and 











eckinaer tne Gan Weskeand Water Werke MANUFACTURERS OF Contracts for Tanks, Gasholders, Roofs, Purifiers, 
Warehouse In London for Gasciron Piper and‘Con- FIRE BRICKS GAS RETORTS ac, | wnd:lldescintonsof Gas Appartiecaccied on te 
| nections of all sizes and in any quantity, Scott’s Wharf, AMBLECOTE Fire CLAy AND BRICK Works, sak ia Weleda: Seal Smiths’ Work, of the best 
Bankside, Southwark. | STOURBRIDGE, materials and workmanship t 
Office in London, Mr. E, M. PERKINS, 78, Lombard Late in the occupation of I. and WW’, King. | a 
Street. | i | 


Originally J. Pideock, Esq. 





‘“‘ALL DOUBTS REMOVED.” 
EFRIES’ celebrated Dry Gas- 


METERS, of which there are 80,000 in use in 
Palaces, Churches, Chapels, Royal Dock-yards, Club 
Houses, Public Offices, and other buildings throughout 
the Empire, the Continent, and Colonies. 

His meter for 1500 lights, in use upwards of ten 
years at the Royal Italian Opera, until that building 
was destroyed by fire, was long afterwards dug out of 
the burnt ruins, then tested by the Chartered Gas Com- 
pany and found inflexibly correct. 

On the 9th of June, 1858, at the Western Gas Com- 
pany, his meter for 150 lights, after considerable use, 
| was doubted, and subjected to the most variable tests, 
| from the full lighting down to a single jet, and in each 
| ease, as in numerous other instances, accuracy was 
| finely indicated. 

His two large meters at the Thames Tunnel have 

| been in constant use day and night for upwards of 
twelve years (onecontinuation of dark hours), subjected 
to the wear and tear of 75 years, as compared with the 
| ordinary hours of using gaslight above ground. 
Gas Companies honouring Mr. Defrics with their 
commands for his PATENT DRY METER, which 
has done so much service in simplifying the fitting up 
of gas, as well as checking surreptitious burning, will 


BEST AND CHEAPEST SLUICE-COCK. 
- . 








Above 3-inch diameter, price 10s. perinch. Brass face, 6d. per inch extra. 





Can be taken to pieces without being removed from the line of Piping. | be ey agen hte on og a sh ny 

Defries’ Prize-Medal Gas Baths, Gas-Cooking and 

NORTH WILTS FOUNDRY, DEVIZES. Heating Stoves. The Polytechnic Gus Five, with in- 

destructible fuel, in daily operation (Saturday ex- 

Wholesale Agents, Messrs. &. and : ee $1, Essex Street, Strand, E.C., cepted) at the Office, 406, Euston Road, Fitzroy Square, 
Where a Sample may be seen. LONDON. 


| LIVESEY FIRE-CLAY WORKS, 
NEAR BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. 


ORLANDO BROTHERS, 
MANUFACTURER OF PATENT CLAY RETORTS, 


AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF 


TUBULAR CLAZED SEWERACE PIPES, BENDS, JUNCTIONS ETC. 
_FIRE-BRICKS, TILES, BLOCKS, AND CHIMNEY-TOPS. 








WILLIAM INGHAM AND SONS, 
WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS, 











A large stock of Fire-Bricks, Fire-Clay, Terra Cotta, and Drain-Pipes of all sizes kept in London at CHRISTIE & CO.— 


7 -_ SSS 


Nesr RTS Leeds. 









W. INGHAM and SONS, having for many years been extensively engaged in the Manufacture of 


RETORTS AND FIRE-BRICHS FROM THE CELEBRATED WORTLEY FIRE-CLAY, 
| beg to call especial attention to their RETORTS, which have for many seasons proved to be uusurpassed in quality by any in the Kingdom, their FREEDOM FROM 
CRACKS and the ADHESION OF CARBON rendering them wortiy the attention of all parties interested in the making of Gas, 

The Works are of such magnitude as to ensure the prompt execution of orders to any extent, 


Estimates for Setting, or Bricklayers sent when required. 
GAS OVENS IN SEGMENTS OF EQUAL QUALITY. 
London Agents: CHADWICK and AKEROYD, Willington Stone Wharf, Regent’s Park Basin. 





Wharf, 64, Bankside, Southwark, where all particulars of Prices, &c., may be obtained. 
N.B.—Ezport orders continue to have prompt attention. 
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| of all sizes, Bends, Branches, Syphons, Lamp Columns 


'|and Co. can promise with great confidence immediate attention to all orders they may be favoured with. 


ALEXANDER WRIGHT, 


GAS ENGINEER, MANUFACTURER OF GAS-METERS, GOVERNORS, AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF GAS APPARATUS, 
55, MILLBANK STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
CONSUMERS’ METERS at the List Price, with a Liberal Di ttto Wholesale Purchasers. 
THOMPSON’S BROMINE TEST, £1. 1s.—Bromrne, 3s. per Ounce. 
BISULPHURET OF CARBON TEST, £2. 2s. 
APPARATUS FOR DETERMINING THE HEATING POWER OF SAMPLES OF COAL AND OTHER DESCRIPTIONS OF FUEL, $5. 5s., 
INVENTED BY LEWIS THOMPSON, Es@., M.R.C.S, 
REGISTERING PRESSURE GAUGE, Net Price, £8. Glass Shade, 10s. extra. 
STATION METERS, PRESSURE GAUGES, PHOTOMETERS, SPECIFIC GRAVITY APPARATUS, &c. 


JAMES OAKES and CO. 

ALFRETON IRON WORKS, DERBYSHIRE, | F. & C. 0 S L E R, 

WENLOCK IRON WHARF, 90, WHARF ROAD, 44, OXFORD STREET, LONDON; 
Manufactory—Broad Street, Birmingham— Established 1807, 


time Gestalt Weiss Gempantasiest tne yeti 

Beg to inform Gas and Water Companies and the public, 

that they keep in stock in London all the CASTINGS MANUFACTURERS OF GLASS CHANDELIERS, GLASS 

in general use in Gas and Water Works, including | LUSTRES, TABLE GLASS, &c. &c. 

ye nag lng Me-t -nie lhe fate Pode te ELEGANT CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS, for GAS, from £4 upwards 
(Made from ‘“‘ ReGisTZRED’’ DgsIGns), with Glass BRancugs, &c.; suitable 
for DRaAWING-ROOMS and BALL-rooms. The more extensive use of Gas in 

private dwellings has induced Messrs. OSLER to direct their particular atten- 

tion to the manufacture of this clas: of articles—which, with a view to their 

@ zeneral adoption, are offered at very moderate prices. Purchasers can select from 

a great variety of patterns, to which additions are being constantly made. 

THEATRES, CONCERT, ASSEMBLY, AND BALL Rooms LIGHTED BY ESTIMATE 
ON THE LowEsT TERMS. 


CROLL’S 


PATENT IMPROVED DRY GAS-METER, 








of various patterns, &c. 

N.B.—Orders for Cast-iron Tanks, Girders, Columns, | 
Cylinders, and all irregular castings, will have immedi- | 
ate attention. } 

CuaRLEs Hors.ey, Agent. 

C. H. is prepared to carry out the warming and ven- 
tilation of public buildings, &c.; also civiJ engineering 
in general, { 








NEW VALVE. OLD VALVE. 




















Manufactured by CROLL, RAIT, and CO., LONDON. 
FACTORY—Canal Bridge, Kingsland Road, N.E. 





Messrs. Crout, Rait, and Co. beg to draw the attention of Gas Companies to the Removal of their Manufacturing 
Business from Blundell Street to the Kingsland Road, where they request that orders for Meters, or returned packages, 


may be sent. 
In consequence of the peculiar facilities which the new premises afford for the Manufacture of Meters, Croll, Rait, 


The Meters manufactured by Croll, Rait, and Co. have met with a large amount of patronage—the Alteration in the 
Valves having been pronounced to be a simple but great improvement. 
Mr. Croll is the Sole Proprietcr of Patent Rights for this Meter in America, and Mr. John O’Neil, of Boston, U.S.., is the 
Firm’s Agent. 
Gas Companies ordering these Meters may rely upon obtaining Durability combined with Correct Registration and 
Steadiness of Light. 





D. HULETT and CO., 55 and 56, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, 
PATENTEES and MANUFACTURERS of the ONLY GOOD MERCURIAL GAS REGULATOR, 
invite the attention of Gas Companies and the Trade generally to their Improved GAS-METERS, which they warrant equal to 
-any in Quality, Workmanship, and Simplicity of Construction, and the only Meters from which Gas cannot be obtained without 
being duly registered. MANUFACTURERS OF 
GAS CHANDELIERS, GLASS LUSTRES, HALL LANTERNS, VESTIBULES, BRACKETS, PENDANTS; 
DOUBLE CONE, ALBERT, SHADOWLESS, & EVERY DESCRIPTION OF BURNER, UNION JETS, BATSWINGS, ETC.- 
IMPROVED FULL-WAY CARTER’S VALVES (much approved of); 
GAS-STOVES, and every article connected with Gas Apparatus. 

CAST & WROUGHT-IRON PIPE, BLACK & GALVANIZED. COPPER, TIN, BRASS, & COMPOSITION TUBING. 
DD HULETT’S IMPROVED SERVICE CLEANSER 
for clearing out Mains, Services, and Interior Fittings—60s. net. 

Boyle’s Patent Silvered Glass Combination Reflectors and Outside Lanterns. 
Sole Manufacturers of Church and Mann’s Photometer. 

















Large Pattern Books, with every description of Gas-Fittings, Chandeliers, &c., with complete Book of Prices, 12s. 
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